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TO THE 
Moſt Reverend Father in God, 


J O H N; 


By Divine Pcovidence 


Lord Archbiſhop 


Canterbury, 


Primate of England, and 


Metropolitan, and One of 
Their Majeſties Moſt Ho- 
nourable Privy-Council. 


T? is the Deſign of theſe Papers to 
baffle and expoſe thoſe Little 
Pleas and ObjeQions which the Late 
Author of the Socinian Letters hath 

A3 Ur- 


urged againſt the Divinity of the 
Son 


My Lord, 

This Cauſe doth merit, /as well as 
the Author want your Grace's Pa- 
tronagt 3 For which Reaſon I hum- 
bly preſume to prefix, ſo Great a 
Name, not doubring but they will 
meet with what Favour they may ei- 
ther deſerve .or want. That that 
God who tuthraiſed, would preſerve, 
guide and ſtrengthen yort "it thoſe 
 Undertakings which ſo great aPlace 
doth call, and fo Pious a Mind,more 
Large and Rich than that. Place it 
ſelf doth diſpoſe you to,for the well- 
governing the Charch, and rhe Uni- 
ting us m the True Faith, and in all 
the Deſigns and Intereſts of Religi- 
on, is the earneſt Prayer of 


Your Grace's 


Mof# Humble Servant, 
William Baſlet. 


READER: 


W T firſt met with theſe Socigian 
Letters, and found that mards , 
aud fallaty were their whole compoſition z 
T1 could not but think them (o.. unlike their 
Patrons, 0 their Patroxs /o unlike the Cha- 
radter they aff: which is to be: men of Wit 
and Reajon, that I Fudged them not War- 
thy an anſwer. But ſincs it ars that 
theſe, like fome "other the worſt things a- 
mong us, do not want their admirers, 1 
thought this performance my duty. + 

In it I have anſwered not only the firſt 
of theſe letters, but divers parts of the reſt, 
as well qs ſome things in more manly writ- 
ers, as Enedinus, Crellius, tc. By calling 
n; the other letters to afiſt this, and other 
Socinian authors, to ſupply the weakneſs of 
them all, I put the Objedions, in their full 
ſireneth, to the end their overthrow may 
be the more conſpicuos to the world, and the 
more ſenſible to themſelves. If they venture 


upon 


upon argument, and do any thing, that 
affes the cauſe, I am ready to ſupport it , 
But if they only load me with words, and 
cavils, ] muſt negle& them 

If theſe labours are ſuccesful in recover- 
ing any, whom this Hereſy bath infefed, 
and in preſerving thoſe, who yet are whole, 
and hereby in giving any check to the 
growing errors, and prophaneſs of the age, 
1 ſhall place the rime ſpent upen this argu- 
ment amons my happy minutes . That it 
may be produfive of ſuch y.” efts, was 
the fe and defign, and e the pray- 


ers 0 
Yours, 


IP. B. 
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ANS "ER 

To-the 8 IRS Toft thells) .: + 

Four LETTERS, 
IN T1FU LED, - 


A Brief Hi ſtory. 


'S E WA- 27 
Theſe Letters are Intituled, A-Brief rs 
ry; yet inſtead of Hiſtory you find liele, 
if any, but an abuſe of drucrs Amhors 1 
the end of the Firſts. A Title: as foreign 
from the Letters, as the hetters from 
the Triah, that is, "neither, tq hg points 


( 2] 

and then it makes a diſtintion without 

a difference; for we are as intirely in 

that Faith, as the Socinan can be: but as 
they make it ſignify one, who believes 


SEE ear 


e. fullo6 I- ahd Bleſphery 
(fern ele leave tothe 
their belov- 
yon } differed all the 
World ; Fo Prpclaims thoſe under 
ya tign;; Meh-of' Nopetty and 


The Title Page q quotes Ae. 17. 11. 
arched the Scriptures daily, whether 
ef Ags were Jo. +: \ © 
© 8p. S. Baſil ith of Exnpiitas, 1ohn 
5 Gras ire wie 3 Highyy ©." —_ 


This) io; that —_—_ 


Faith, "bit ' not" to need |: 


re brrkey Air Ervoy: boars 


S+ | 
perſwaſion ;.lince their Hereſy js found- 
ed not upon Scripture , but upon thoſe 
falſe Gloſſes, and Sophbiſtical. Evaſion, 
which - make the Scriptures.,of none 
effect. "lh, : ' : 

The Pres mble to the Letter pretends, 
that his Friend demands an account of 
the Socunians. Their Dothrine toncerning 
God ( in which only they differ from other 
Chriftiaps ) the fon ns profeſſedly 


agrees with them in g:ber points of Faith 
1 Derene, my ry 
Anſwer, Their DoQrine concerning 


God is,.. That the Father ,only is God; 
P. 4- M2 Hat 


they differ from other 
Chriſtians in,pther points beſide this, is 
notorious to the world. 

They ,own, the Arians to* be Chri- 
ſtians ,, and , Unitarians, becauſe they 
agree ; with,” themſelves - in: this Do- 
ctrinez P..33,; But the Arians .a- 
ſcribe,to the Son. the Creation, of the 

orld,,, while the ,Sacyrians 'deny his 

ikepce before thc | 
cfore , cither the -4 


[. 4 ] 


But he wop]Jd prove .that in other 
points the Socinians agree with other 
Chriſtians, | becanſe in other points 
they agree with" the Remonſtrans : 
ene 14 

- That there, is no difference , be- 
even themſefves ; and the  Remon- 
Prants, but this ; which is well Known 
to be falfe, 'And 

2. That themſelves, and Remonſtrant; 
are all the Chriſtians in''the' World : 
Becauſe he makes ir, that their" #gree- 
ment with theſe doth prove their a- 
greement with , other ſtjans 3 ' bur 
this is falſe too': Becauſe theſes Remon- 
ftrants "were condemned 'by the Synod 
at Dor: about the five Propoſitions. 

You have then a double falſhood 
in the compaſs of thig'6ne 'Paren, 
theſis; the onein inlarging the mumber 
of his Friends ; the other"; jt leſfen- 
ing the number of his Errors,” © The 
deſign of which muſt be to 'perſwade 
the Reader," That there is but one 
ſtep between the Orthodox 'Faith, 
and this Hereſy, to the end he may 


the _ more” AY, eee end; aur it. 


bh 
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3 99} $44 14 F þ - 


£51 
According to this beginning you muſt 
expe& bar little, if any truth, and 
honeſty in” this Letter , which we 
ſhall now, conſider. 


————_— 


SECT. II. 


He faith, P. 4. That --- Chriſt was 4a 
Man, the Son, Prophet, Meſſenger, 
HMiniſter, Servant , and Creature of 
God; noe. bimſelf God, they think. is 
proved by theſe ( as they call them) 
Arguments. 


Anſwer. [ Am glad to find any mo- 
deſty in a Socinjan, for 
they [call J them Arguments; and 
they [ think ] they. prove; ; But with 
better aſſurances we declare they are 
no Arguments, nor do they prove the 
point im Controverſy : For though they 
prove that Chriſt is Man, yet they do 
not prove he is no more than Man, . or 
is not God, . This will eaſily appear- 
from our Examination of his Arguments. 
' themſelves, which are theſe, 
B 3 Argum, 


SF 


” 20 . 
Argum. 1, P. 5. 1f Chriſt; mers bimſclf 
God, there could be no Perſon Lee than 
+ 14+ 28, 


him: But himſelf faith, 5 
my Father is greater than I. 
Anſw. | deny the Conſequence : 
Becauie though the Son 1s lefs than 
the Father in ſome reſpects, yet he 
is equal to' the Father in others. 
None 'of the former do deſtroy his 
Divinity, but the letter do prove it. 
For, | | 
1, The 'Sonis leſs than the Father, 
in regard of his Humane Nature, and 
Offices : ' But: theſe ( we ſhall prove) 
are not inconſiſtent with his Divinity. 
And, - 
2. In regard of his Sonſhip. For 
the Father 1s of himſelf, but the Son 
is of the Father. Whence Epiſcopins 
infers a Suboxdination of Perſons, but 
yer eſtabliſhes the Dodtrine of a Trini- 
ty. ' So the Niceze Fathers taught, That 
the Son is God of, God, - that . is, God 
of, and from the Father ; but yet with- 
all aſſerted, That he is ofthe ſame Sub- 
ſtance with the Father ; and conſequent- 
Iy is God as the Father is. © And need 
ES, this 


—— 
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Divinity, - becauſe & dothino?! deſtroy 
his Nature:: Far the Inequality” anifes 
not from. \the. Eſſeace, but from the: 
order, and manner of ſabliſtence. But, 
3- In other-refÞ<ts the Son 3s 
to the Father ; this-the ApoRle-ailerts, 
Phil. 2.6, Who bring in the form of God, 
rhought it nas Robbery tobe equal with God, 
viz, the Father. Now if he' thought it 
no robbery, :it_could-be+ ao robbery ; 
and if no robbery, ke muſt be/equal; 


This jeadsto the: true! ſence of thoſe! 


words [ Being = the Form" oF God ] for 
though woyoes,” of it ſelf ſtriftly figni-. 
fies not Subſtance , fo much” as. Acci»- 
dents; not: ſo. much the” Nature, as 
the Appearance of things; whence 
Eraſmus , and the Socinians, would have: 
theſe words to ſignifie, not" that he is 
God, but' that he was like to” God. 
yet however the Apoſtle muſt here in- 
tend it Subſtanzially : thavis, his being 
ia the Formeof God, mult fignifie that he 
is God; as'his being in the Form of 4 
B 4 Servant, 


[80 
Servant;fign ifies, 'that he was a Servant: 
And the Reaſon'is, becauſe his ,equality 
with: God is here inferret! from his be- 
ing inthe Fores of God; bat there cannot 
be afs equality'between/a'thing, and the 
mere likene&-of: it ; : between wreal Na- 
ture; and'a tare fimilitude;-:. Whence 
Eraſmus underſtood - the force. of the 
Word,.but not the-reack of the Apo- 
ſtle?s Argument. WF 

ThoughcE£ra/mus doth not deny the 
Divinity of the Son, +ytt» becauſe he 
thinks this Text doth-not reſpeCt his 
Nature; I ſhall therefore oppoſe ta 
his ſence the. Judgment of - the Anci- 
ent$ ; as Armok. &. Scrap.” rouftic. 1. 2. 
Novat. de Triv.e- 17, Ehlar. Pitt: Epiſt. 
de Trin.t: 8; &.10, Greg.Nyſ.tom.”2' com. 
Emnom.: Ora: 7. &c. ' Which: Judgment 
of theirs I ſhall confirm by theſe Argu- 
ments };/ viz. mY 

1. By the matter of the Apoſtle's Ar- 
gn ment, he was in the Form of God, and 
in. the. Forus of; 4 Servant. If this Text 
ſpeaks him not God, - but like to Gad; 
it muſt alſa ſpeak him not-a- Servant, 
but like to a Servant :' But' that he was 

DIET a 


['9]- 
a Servant he faith himſelf, Mar. 20. 28. 
] came t0'minifter ; 44 therefore he 
muſt be God becadſe the ſame Phraſe 
and Senſe applyed to cath Nature, mulf 
import thereality of the Ohe, a well as' 
of the othet-* 

2. The order of the parts ſpeaks our 
ſenſe : For being in the form of God, 3. e. 
While he was in the form of God, be 
took upon him the form 0 4 Servant + 
cheredbts that form was before «this But 
there was no ſuch differercce in the parts 
of his Life, or Condition upon Earth, 
that one ſbould merit to be called the 
form of God, the other the form of 4 
Servant: Therefore his being in the 
form of God muſt be antecedent to his 
humane Life. 

3- This was his choice, and volunta- 
ry At, for he 90k upon him the form of a 
Servant: But he had no liberty of choice 
ia this world ; becaufe his condition 
here was determined and  foretold ; 
whence himſelf ſaith, Luke 24. 44. That 
all things muſt be fulfilled, which were writ- 
ten in the Law of Moſes, aid in the Pro- 


phets, and "in the Pſalms, congerning me ;; 
there- 


[29] 
therefore this choice was before; this 
life ;, and-copſequently muſt, bs the AR, 
of the Divine, not of the Humane Na- 
ture., Soeyidently doth this Text re- 
ſpec the Nature of Chriſt.;, and, there- 
ore declare him to be equal to'God the 
Father, as being God by Nature, as the 
Father is. -- 04-4 4) 
This Equality - our Saviour himſelf 
dath prove, Job. 5. 17. My Father-works 
hitherto, and { work : whence | the Jews 
concluded v.. 1,8., that he. made himſelf 
equal to God: Upon. which he doth not 
explain himſelf, as if they miſ-under- 
ſtood him ; which he did-in+the caſe of 
eating his fleſb, and drinking bs blood + But 
v. 19. he proves this equality,- what: 
things ſoever the Father doth, theſei[-mi re] 
the, -very ſame, the Son . doth likewiſe. 
Whence he- muſt beequal to the Father 
in ; Operation,, and conſequently in” 
Power. So Ambroſe de fid. 1, 1. c.13- and 
Greg. Naz.. Orat, 36. 
' Hence he requires v: 23. That at men 
bould honour the.. Son, even as they. honour 
the Father ; which, imports -an: equality- 
cf. Honqur flowing fiom an equality of 
| 1: EY Operation ; 


[3x] 
Operation.z for the-reaſan.of the duty 
2% us in the nature.of: the duty it 
ſelf. This Honour is owing from their 
works, but they both do the ſame works, 
therefore they muſt both have. the ſame 
Honour, 


Hence Joh. 10. 30. 1, 4nd my Father 
are one ; that is, not in concord anly, 
as the Sociman pretends, but in power 3 
Becauſe the context ſpeaks not of Wills 
_ Aﬀections,, but. of keeping bis ſheep * 

all plugk them out.of my bands ; be- 
Pe pen able to. plack: them our of 


Fathers hands; for which he gives this 
reaſon, 1, and my Father are one : which 
mult be.one i in power. god if they be 
one in power, they mult be; one in, Na- 
ture 3. unleſs you. make an Almighty 
Creature, which is not only an abſolute. 
contradiftion, but alſo confounds. the, 
elſential properties. of God, and. the 
Creature 3 which is a much viler Abſux- 
dity., than they can with any ſhadows 
of Reaſon pretend: againſt our 

That gloſs then. of; Arbenaſat covt. 
Ari. Orat. 4: mult be admitted, Tit 


[C12] 
This ſhows Thy mw7rimre ris G4br1r ©, wy 
Ty tro mrre This tZuotes, the ſameneſs of the 
God-head, and the Unity of Power. 
For indeed the abſcribing to the Son the 
fame Infinite Perfe&tions, and the fame 
Honour, but not the ſame Nature with 
the Father, as the Socinian doth, pro- 
claims not only the perverſeneſs of the 
Diſputant, bur the [dolatry of the Pro- 
feſſors too. 
-\In that caſe of his being the Meſſizs,he 
ſends Men to his'works, whoſe Nature, 
and agreeableneſs to ancient Prophecies, 
ds ſufficiently declare the point.” So 
here he firſt aſſerts his equality withthe 
Father, then improves ittoan Unity in 
Power, and Honour ; and then leaves 
men to conclude from thence an Unity 
of Nature. "This is the moſt rational 
way of teaching ; for poſitive affirma-' 
tions tell us things are ſo; but Natural, 
and neceſſary conſequences , - ſach ' as 
theſe are, prove they mult be ſo. -There- 
fore though the Father is greater than 
the Son, as the Father is of himſelf, and 
is God only; While the Son is of the 
Father, and 'is both God and Man; yet 
the 


[13] 

the Son is equal to, nay, One with the 
Father in Operation, .and.if in Operas 
tion, then in Power.; and. if in Power, 
OY OS and therefore. muſt be 
He proceeds p. 5. to wanage-this Ar- 
gument from Yoh. :20, 17,, / aſcend to my 
God, and your God, whence he fancies, 
the Son is not God): becauſe another is 
his God. HEAT IT" £5 bY 

Anſw, As Chriſt js Man, and we. ,his 
Brethren, ſo our God is his God :; This 
proyes that he is Man, but cannot prove, 
he.$ not himſelf Go1,. which is the 
deſign of this Letter,. Nay, as.the:Sdn.is 
God of God, 4. e. God the Son of, and 
from God the Father, ſo the Father, may 
be his God, as well as. his Father; with 
out weakning the Dgdrine of his. Divi- 
nity, Sofar is this Text from canclys, 
ding hisPoint, that it makes nothyng, 
againſt us: - Is 

He adds, Joh. 12. 49. The Father which 
ſent me, he gave me a.Commandment : Tas 
Argyment is, the $91 is not God, becgn 
the? Father El Ld Gd? hin. 

Anſz, This hath been anſwered rf 

Y. 


[ 74 |] 
dy. For in what reſpe&s the Father is 
_ than 'the Son, in the {ame 're- 
the Father may command; atid 
fend the Son : But as the Father's bein; 
greater than the Son, doth not deltroy 
the Divinity of the Son , rg ( as 
before ) it doth not deſtroy his Nature ; 
ſo neither can his commanding and ſe d- 
ing him; becauſe this Power flows.as a 
right, or conſequence. from bis Superi- 
ority , And if the Father*s Superiority 
it ſelf cannot deſtroy the Son's Divini- 
ty; that Power, which is implyed, or 
wrapt up in the very Nature of that 
Saperjority, can never do it. 

Arg. 2. P.5, 6. If Chriſt were God, 
he cold not be the Creature of God: But 
that he is the Creature of God,he would 
fain prove from two Scriptures ; the 
former is Heb. 3. 1, 2. The High- Prieſt 
of ' vr Profeſſion Fefus Chriſt, who was 
faithful to him, that appointed bim : In 
the Greek, and in the Margin it is faith- 
fa ts himz that _ "er "_ 

The meaning is appointed, 
or ae big eff, which reſpeds 
rot; His Vejag, but the on. enga of 
im 
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[15] 
him ts that- Office. '1n this ſefice we 
uſe thePhraſe of making a Biſhop. ? Yet 
this Cit feems)" is a Sorinien Trek: 
tion. * 

His ather Text is, Coloſets. 15. which 
calls him the Firft-born of every Crratire ; 
whence he wonld have hint"t6 boos 
Creitiſte. \ 

Anſw. He is the Fir@-bbrn of 
Creature not in kind 'as ent of ther 
but in regard of ari Exiſtence rye 
them : Whence F. 157.” He was before af 
thing). _T'6 this agrees that of St. Joby 
Ch\' 1.3. In the wat the W d, 
j. e; when all things firft bepan, , 
this Word, this frſt-borh [© was For 
did exiſt. And both this Aoftles and 
the Evengelift with one cotifent declare 
him nbt” a' Creature birafetf,; but -the 
Maker of #f Creathres, for Colo. 1.16 
By him were all things crtared: nd \ Fob. 
1. 3. By bit where all things oy This 
drives' the Sobjian to three moſt pal- 
pable Filſhodds, viz. © 

x, Theft 'words [97 bis wy all- 
things Wes, Colo. T'Ur&Tpoke: 
(ſay they } not of hriſt;” 'btit of God, 
DCet-A7P, 131. Anſw. 


{C16 ] 

. Anſw. They-grant us, P. 180. that 
v. 15- which- runs thus; -the mage of 
the Inviſible Gad,and the Firſt-Bor of eve- 
ry Creature, is ſpoke of Chriſt : And 
lim 1001 #:16, mult be ſpoke: of 

him.too ; , becauſe that word, { him J 

by, him were all 1hings created, cannot 

volt ly have any other Antecedent;than 

- Image of the Inuifible God,and the Firſt- 

bora q \ Creature, whence immedi- 

ately. follows This, 16 Y, Far by bir, i. ©. 
by this Firſt born were, all things created, 

.\ They would have, indeed the [7 Invi- 
ſrlle God. J.to be the Antecedent, that 

by him, ; viz, the Father, were all things 
CT , But Sence, Coherence, Gram-« 
matical ConftruQtion, andother paral- 
lel Texts, can never allow this, Becauſe, 

i. -The ſubject of that 15th, Verſe, is 
Ghriſt; who is, called the Image, and 
the Firſt-born ;. but thoſe words [ the 
Ievifble God J are but an .adjuntt, de- 
ſigned only to fhow us whoſe Ima pho 
is: But now the Relative muſt 
the Subie&, not that, which is but a - 
pendent upon it, 

2 Theſe words [the firſt-born of 

: every 
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every cxeature ] do fallow thoſe words 
{the nvifible God } for-the Text runs 
thus ; The. Jmnage of the inzifible God, the 


firſt-barngf , every, creature : Therefore to 


theſe, viz. the firſt born -----the, Relative 
£ him ] myſt: jmmediately refer; that 
by him, wiz.Ghxilt, who,is this Image, 
this firſt-born,were all things.created. 
Sometimes indeed a Relative may re- 
fer to nat-the next, but. a--remoter An: 
tecedent-z But this, is,only in-two caſes: 
As either for.the ſake of fence, or far 
the avoiding that interpretation, which 
may contradxt ſome: other text; but 
neither of-theſe can be pretended inthe 
caſe before us. For the ſence is as com- 
pleat, and natural, as well as the con. 
ſtraion more eafie, if the. Relative ze- 
fer to the firſt-born, as. if it refer to the 
inviſible-God ; and the referring it to this 
firſt-barn, ; doth-aot contradict any text, 
but concurs with all them, : that aſcribe 
creationitq the Son. Therefore the So- 
cinjan ,canzhave no other-reafon for his 
conſtructian, but-only the lupport gf 


anHerefy, -. 


2. \They..lay, 'Ebat all 'things ; were 
made not .{ by] but-{'for J- him. 

 Ariſw, This is cotally, overthrown by 
t.' Joby; eþ«;1, 3+ Alan of vong- 

| 3 
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made ;, and without him was not any thing 
made, that was 'made. Where "obſerve 
that the Evangeliſt doth induftriouſly 
ſecure thetitle of Creator to the Son: * 

1. By att Univerſal Affirmative, which 
includes all things made; in the number 
of his Creatures, for by bim were all thing! 
made.” ' And, | | 

- 2), By an Univerſal Negative, which 
denys there ever was any creatore, which 
was not cteatedby him ; for without him 
was not any thing made, that was made. 

No Text ſaith ſo much in reference 
to the Father 3' therefore they may at 
leaſt- as fairly deny the Father 
to be Creator, ' as the Son; and 
doubtleſs thexdeſign of the: Holy Wri- 
ter is toobviate and expoſe all Cavils a- 
zeinſt this Doctrine. | 
-- 3+; They fiy to a Metaphorical Crea- 
tion, that' he'did not make, but renew all 
things after they were niade. 

Anſw. This & impoſſible : for- Clof. 
r. 16. By him were allthings created, that 
are in Heaven,--- whether they be Thrones, 
or Dominons, or Prancipalities, © or Powers, 
- ---By whith'the Socimian; Let. 4.'P. 133, 


underſtands Angelick Orde?s ;''but thefj! 


Holy Angels were' hot -renewed, -for 


they kept" their Stations, ' and thereforeJ”* 


did 
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did not want it . And thefallen Angels 
were denyed It. 

The ſame Letter P, 132.ſaith, That 
all things were modelled, not created by 
him; and P. 133. explains it thus, 
Chriſt is ſaid to model! and order all 
things upon earth, becauſe of the great 
change be introduced. For which ſence he 
quotes Camero, Piſcator, Diodate, Dallee, 
Vorſtius, Davenant, and Grotins, 

nſw, Ican hind nothing in Camerog 
Dallee, and Yorſtins, upon Yhis Text: 
Had they ſpoke to his purpoſe, I doubt 
not but be would hare given us particu- 
lar References. 

Piſcator ſaith, all things were per eam 
condita, made, or created by. him as 
the word uſually ſignifies. But for Ar- 
gument ſake, ſuppoſe it may .in a re- 
moter, and looſer ſence fignifie alſotd 
modell and order : Yet let the Socinian 
tell me, whatreaſon he hath to tye Piſ- 
"Ycator's ſence to theſe, exclulive of that $ 
Since that 15 the common 1mport of the 
Word, andis agreeable to the mind of 
this Author , .. who, upon all occaſions, 


were all things made ; Fieas fairy, the 
| 2 Van- 


C 20 ] 
Evanpeliſt doth here aſſert the Deity of 
the Son from the effects, or things, 
that he hath done , videlicet ex onmium 
rerum conditarum creatione, from his 
creating all 'things made : where himſelf 
applies this word [| condita ] to the 
creatimm of the World by the Son. 
Therefore the Socinian is falſe, and nn- 
jult in pretending that'this Author un- 
derſtands it not of creation, but of modet- 
ling, and ordering things. 

Diodat is ſo far from the Socinian ſence, 
that upon theſe words he aſſerts the 
Eternal Generation of the Son, and 
ſpeaks him with the Father an equa}, 
and co-operating cauſe of all things. 

Divenant upon this Text thus,Chriſtus 
honeſt creatura, fed creaturis omnibus prior; 

taper ipſunr condite fur : Chriſt is ne 

eatrre, but is before all creatures 
barauſe they were all made by him. 
Where this Author by this word [. con 
ate} muſt neceſſarly meant a creation 
properly,becauſe he gives this aSareaſon 
why Chr lt is no creatnre, bur is before 
all creatores, viz. becauſe be made the 
all : 'But he cannot poſſibly underſtand 
by it to/f model For [order J becank do 
Me might: model, or ofrver, -and yet not a) 
withtrnding be a creature, and” = 
pn thoſ 


— 
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thoſe creatures too. Therefore the or 
cinian doth here pervert the ſence of 
Author, and alſo totally ruines that = 
gument, by which he proves that ſence: 
Which is a crime © falſe, and malicious, 
that it can admit no Palliation, 

As for Grotius,he ſhows indeed, that the 
word here rendred to-create,dothnot al- 
ways ſignihe properly to create, but is 
ſometimes applyed to the new creatur 
We grantit: But by the leave af 'Þ 
great a man , and of this little Socqyiar 
too; this doth not prove. it doth not Gigs 
nifie properly to create,iq this texr. That 
it is taken improperly in ſome. places is 
no Argument that it t to- be 30s 
properly in this. Though ſhall provejn 
It's place that Grotines ws aather Arjan 
nor Socinian : yet I m , . that. he 
hath not in all places dan £6 
to this Cauſe, which he night and ought 
t9 have dane. it. 

It is, worth our 2h obſerve, 
that to prove that Chr Ben fY Fs 


] theſe men will have aw { which higny- 


fies to create, y as large, _ ons 
net OE. agliſ vord- [ mak 


a Verſe, 


BE 
create in Heb. 3. 2. contrary (as we 
have ſhown ) to the evident fence, and 
deſign of that place: But to prove he 

did not make the World, they will 
haye rite, in Colof. 1.16, to ſignific not 
to create, but to model and order : 
Though it doth moſt properly ſignify 
to create, and Y. 17. by aſcribing to 
him an Exiſtence prior to all things, 
ought to lead and determine us to this 
ſence. 

This is plain ſhuffling ; And indeed 
where men will take words, of a various 
fignification in ſuch a ſenſe as is'agree- 
able to' their owri Hypotheſis, but not 
to the ſcope, and deſign of the place, that 
uſes *em,they may perplex any truth,and 
colour over the foulelt "Hereſy in the 
World ; ' and in fine, turn the whole 
Scriptures into contradictions, and non- 
ſenſe. "S | 
That Chriſt was no creature,  T ſhall 
*further Lotte againſt this Letter,and the 
Arian both, by theſe two ſteps; 

1. That he'was before all creefures,and 
*2. That he was from eternity. | 
. 7. He-aſſertshis own Exiſtence before 
the wotld + tor John "17, 5." He bad Glory 
ib rhe Fljber before rhe world'; and there- 


fore 
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fore he- muſt exiſt before” it-: for x. 
entis nulla ſuiit predicatac ©"; * > IIy 

They fay indeed, .this Glory was in 
decree only,” as the Lambywas1lain from 
the foundation. of the ovorid-in decree 
only : But theſe are not parallel caſes; 
for then that Lamb could be flain no 6+ 
therwiſe.. But the Scriptures do abun» 
dantly declare that Chriſt did aftually 
exiſt before the world; - and therefore 
might be a@ually glorified before- it; 
Neceſlity requires that interpretatioh. as 
tothe Larhb 5 but there isnoſuchnereſ- 
ſity in thiscaſe; 'and therefore'no ſuch 
interpretation 'is to be a1mitted : for 
we muſt never teave the comman; pro- 
per, and” literal: ſence of a Scripture 3 
unleſs it be f6r the ſake of a concurrence 
with , ot © non-contradittion of ſome 
other Scripture, / which is not: in this 
caſe; becauſe no Scripture ſaith, he did 
not exiſt before the world-> 

This is-a' fallacy 4 bene :cdnjunt1s ad 
male divifs:. when Men pat :fuch odd 
conſtruftions upon a Text taken by it 
ſelf, which itabhors, when taken toge- 
ther with others. . For, in this caſe, was 
thereno Textbut this, which aſcribes to 
him a Being before therWorld, their 
1 C 4 gloſs 
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moſs might [perhaps] ſeem to have alit« 
tle colour of probability in it ; and that, 
is the moſt it could rhen' pretend to: But 
take this Scripture together with thoſe, 
that declare&thedid/exiſt, when all thing 
began, Fob: 1; r.- That he was before al 
things, Cbbofſ. 1 17, That he' made and 
createdall things Joh. 1, 3.Cm.1.16. The 
cafe is ſo phaits from the light,which one 
text gives toanather, that a Man would 
think that rione, but the wilfully blind, 
could miftake it. 

If in' this 'manner we folloy this, or 
ſome other point in controverſy between 
the Socinjarrand our ſelves-from one text 
t0 atiother, [till we have laid all thoſe to- 
gether, + *which fpeak to the ame-point ; 
one would thimk that cither the $cripture 
is fo worded; that it is cxtreamly apt t9 
Jead all plain honeſt minds info error. ; 
br elſe that the Socinjan ſencte-is but mere 
ſhuffles, and evaſfions of the truth.Qne of 
thefe muſt be ; Judge: Achiop(s,but conſi- 
der jt is on the part of Gad,: anbFocinus, 
who ſtand here oppoſed each to other... 

" UponthisScripture Jreheps it: the-next 
age-after the Apoſtles {, 4:*c. 29; Thus, 
ants omnem condirionens glorific ahat Verhum 
Patron law, & gbriſcb@wr: ab eo "for 

| ore 
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fore every Creaturethe Word, i.e. / the 
Songdid glorifie his, Father, and was glo- 
rified by: him. By which this Father 
doth ſpeak, 

x. His Exiſtence belbre all Creatures: 
For every thing did glorifie it's maker 
ſo ſoon as it did exilt,z, but the Son did 
glorifie his Father-before all Cregtures, 
rw conſequently did exilt before them. 
And,” ; 

2; His Divinity, » For. had lrenexs 
numbred the Son/with the Creatures, ag 
the firſt of them in the Arian ſence ; or 
as the.taſt of them in the Socinjan.;, 

muſt have worded it with ſome reſpeckto 
them, as thus, before all [other]. Crea- 
tures ;. or the firſt of all Creatures, the 
5on did glorifie, &c. but this form dis 
ſtinguiſhes him from all Creatures,not as 
one of them: but as being already dt- 
ſtiat from, as well as before them all. 

Tho Son \theq was belore the World, 

Sre the Creation,an conſequent- 
> fore all creatures, which w oe 
thing to: be proved ; whence i it ( 
that there js no neceſſity of 
Texts, which aſcribe: Creation to him 

jn an improper ſepſe.z gnd if no neceſſi- 


muſt be x; in a one ; 
"ys flop Sheath" 
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becauſe all Scriptures maſt be taken proc 


perly ; unleſs that ſenſe doth contradi& 
ſome other Scripture; which is 'not in 
the caſe before us, becauſe no Text Taith 
the Son did not, 'or that the Father 
only did create the 'World. > 201 

2. Since the Son was before the world; 
he moſt be from Eternity ; becanſe the 
Scriptures no where ſuggeſt a creation 
between Eternity and Time : But 'on 
the' contrary, Moſes declares that the 
creation of the World was the begonning, 
viz of the creature, and conſequently 
there could be no' creature re 'it. 
Whence in the Scripture-Phraſe 'to 
bein” the beginning, that is, before the 
worltd ; and to be-from Eternity, are 
the ſame thing.” ' For- wiſdom doth 
thus" expreſs her Eternal' Exiſtence, 
Prov. 8. 22, 23. He poſſiſfed -mt i the 


beginning of his ways, before his works 
of olA. 7 was ſet up From everlaſting” from 


the beginning, or ever the earth was* hd: v. 
24, 25." x there were no depthi\"T'was 
br ought forth ;, whent there were no Fountains 
abounding with water : before the mokntains 
were ſetled, before the Hills was T bronght 
forth. Thus to be immthe 'heginning, and 
to be before the world, are Phraſes, 


which 


: 
q 
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hich the Spirit uſes to expres the Eter- 
nal exiſtence of wiſdom * biit the Son was 
in the beginning, Foh. 1. t. he was before all 
things,Colof./1. 17. and beforethe world, 
Job.17.5.therefore the ſame Phraſes muft 
as well expreſs the Erernal exiſtence of 
the Son too, | 
If the Son then was any where called a 
creature, it mult be reſtrained to his 
man-hood, as his deſcent from Abrabenm 
is, Rom. 9. F. IC Was xa7d odprxe 4s to the 
leſh : which reſtriction muſt imply that 
there is ſomething excepted, as to which 
he is no creature; and a5t6 which he 
did not deſcend from Abraham; which 
can be no other than the Divine Nature : 
whence the next words ſay, he is over af 
God bleſſed for ever. Iren«us l.5 c.18. reads 
it thus, ExquibasChriſtus ſccundwm carnem, 
qui eſt Dexs ſuper one: bene diftus in ſecula. 
Of whom Chriſt was according to the 
Fleſh, who is God over all bleſſed for c- 
ver : and Terr. adv. Prax.c. 43, thus;--- 
who js Densſuper omnia benediftics 1: avun 
omne:God over all blefſed for ever: which 
Reading 1s farther from' the ' Socinian 
Conceit of ity'being a thankspiving for 
Chriſt, Thus; who is over 4W'God' be. b 
for ever, than our Tranſlatioi\ is.” oe 
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this Text, which the Socinians have fo 
miſerably diſguiſed, not theſe Fathers 
only, but the firſt Ages of Chriſtianity 
too, have always pleaded the Divinity 
of the Son. 

He continues his Argument from 
1 Cor. 3.32. Chriſt is God's : that is (ſaith 
he) God's Subjet ; and this he fanſies 
muſt be God's creature, 

Anſw. Why not God's Son, fince thefl . 
Scriptures ſo often call him ſo ? but 1 
it muſt be [God's SubjeR? yet it can do 
him no Service: For he is his SubjeR in 
regard of bis Humane Nature, and Offi i 
ces: Nay, his Subordination to the Fa- 
ther, as Son ; the Apoſtle (as we ſhall 
ſhow) calls a Subje&ion ; which will ap- 
pear to be ſo far from affeing his Di. 
vinity, that it gives light, and ftrength 
to this Doctrine. 

He cites Mat. 12. 17, 18, behold my 
Servant. | 

His Argument lyes thus, by If Chrif 
were God, it conld not without blaſp be 
(abſolutely, and without reſtritHon) affirmed 
of him, that he is the ſervant of God. 

Anſw. 1t is not affirmed of him abſo- 
lately, and without reſtriction, hut in 
reference to:his Humane Nature, and 


Offices | ; 
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ZR Offices { and till the Socirian doth prove 


that it is abſolutely affirmed of him, 3. e. 
that Chriſt is in all reſpe&s a Servant, 
and not in ſome only; it hath not '{6 
much as the face of an Argument. 

His nextScripture isPhil.2.8,9. be hum- 


fl bled himſelf, and became obedient to death, 


therefore God bath bighly exalted him. 
Anſw. His obedience to death, doth 
mdeed prove that he is man, for elſe he 
could not dye ; this we all grant : but nei- 
- | ther this, nor his Exaltation can ever 
prove he is not God, which is the thin 
'J in controverſie, The truth of this wi 
appear from our explication of his next 
Scripture, which is, 
: 1 Cor. 15. 28. Then ſhall the ſon alſobe 
} ſubjef# to him, who put all things under him. 
Which ſubjection he conceits deſtroys 
his Divinity. 

Anſ. CThen] ſhall the Son be ſubje& ; 
that is, at the end of the world, v. 24- 
which implies that till then he is in ſome 
reſpe& not ſubject ; which is a demon- 
ftration of his Divinity. For all crea- 


.. | tures arein all points hisSubjects ; there- 


fore if there is any one reſpeR, in which 
the Son is not ſubjeft, then the Son mult 
be God. 


© Now his non-ſubjeCtion is this, that 
now 
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now he hath a Kingdom, viz. Fhe 
Church given by the Father, in which he 
reigns himſelf as Mediator,. whence Y. 
25, He muſt reign. This Kingdom the 
Ghurch is ſeparate from the Dominion 
of the Father, which is the World: 
Therefore ſo far as he reigns in this 
Kingdom, ſo far he reigns ſeparate 
from the Father, and that is mor ſubjett 
to him, Hence he ſaith, arr. 28. 18; 
All Power is given me: Phil 2. 9. God bath 
bighly exalted him; and again Pſal. 2, g, 
I bave ſet my King upon my holy Hill o 
Sion. Butatthe end of the World, He 
ſhall detiver up this Kingdom to the Father, 
Y. 24. And then he ſhall reign no other- 
wiſe than as ſubordinate to the Father, 
as Son; which the Text expreſſes by 
[ ſubje& to the Father J. Whence it 
muſt be granted , that when he faith, 
the Father commands and ſends me, &c. 
Theſe were ſpoken, and onght to be un- 
derſtood, antecedent to this exaltation, 
To cloſe this Argument. On the one 
hand this exaltation proves. no more 
than this, That che Son hath now a King- 
dam, which he had not before. but it 
doth not prove that he did not reign be- 
fore with the Father in the Government 
of the World : . And on the other haps 
= 


e 
Ie 
» 
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this fijeftion proves that the Son ſhall 
reſign this Kingdom; *bat'it doth” not 
prove; tie ſhall not reign with the Father 
for ever : Becauſe this ſabjeftion is not 
a ſubje&ion of the'creature to God, but 
a ſubordination of one Perſon to another 
in the Sacred Trinity. - 

Argum, 3» P. 6,7. The true God is 
not'the Miniſter, or Prieſt of any other. 
Bit Chriſt is the miniſter, and Mediator of 
God, 'and' Men ;, Heb.” $. 6. He hath oþ- 
tained "more excellent Miniſtry - ch. 2. 
17. © Hes a faithful High-Prieſt,--— 

Aiſw: Theſe Texts reſpeft not his 
Nature, but his Offices; -and therefore 
do notdeny his Divinity. For the ſame 
Apoſtle applies tohim thoſe Scriptures, 
which" tan be ſpoke of none but God ; 
as Pal. 45. 6, 7. Thy Throne, O God, 
is for' ever, and ever : Which Heb. 5.8. 
declares that God ſpoke of his Son: 
And Pſ4l. 102. 25. Tho haſt laid the 
foundavzons of the Earth 5 arid the Ftavens 
artthe work of thy bands: This alſo Y.x0. 
applies to the Son... ©: — -:: 

:Thefe Texts are ſuffictently vindics- 
ted by the learne'Dean of -St. ParPs, 
Dr. $herlock, who ſhows that this word 
[:God ] Pſal. 45. 6%iy *not ' Nontins- 
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Father, as the Sociwians, and particular: 
1y-this Letter. from Enicdinurs would 
haxe it; who. render it [ Godis thy 
Throne } i-e.The;Father.is a Throne to 
4hke Son : But itis an Attick Vacative, 
and conſequently can be of no 
other than the Son, whom it-ſki ] 
and-to whom {it aſcribes an Everlaſting 
Dominion : As the other Palm doththe 
creatian' of the World. Thoſe very 
Socinians., who have read :this anſwer, 
do yer ſtill inſiſt upon their awn ſence, 
without .taking any. notice afthat an- 
#wer;which is an evident Argument:they 
do no: ;purſue the: diſcovery of Truth, 
ut only ſerve their awn Hypotheſis. 
Enſcb, Prep. Euang. L. 4. © LF. ar- 
'the ſame:thing from the, Hebrews, 
and Aquila's Verſion. And ſure 1 am 
that from hence the Apoſtolick Ages did 
always afſert thei Divinity of the Son. 
Thus Taft. M..Diak Teril. adv, Pro. 
C7: Qrig. cont..Celj.l. 1. Cypr. ads Fude. 
&c. And certainly fince. each Teſta- 
ment, viz. the Old in.its Do@rine,and 
the 'New in the #xpref application of it 
10:the San, .do.4 y . prockhaima thr 
Maniſter,: this Priſt 50 beſtaks as well 
23Ma0, | the Section, rzult be 
amr 


in pleading tþe 928 ja 0c | 
anitothe other. He 
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He inſiſts, The trae God canumt  M- 

arate or Intercede, but Chrift Intertedes; 

1 Tim. 2. 5. There 1s one God and Me- 
diator — the Man Chriſt Feſus. 

They objef&t elſewhere, that Chriſt 
the Mediator is here Diſtinguiſhed from 
God, there 1s ans God, and one Media- 
tor,, whence they prelume this Mediator 
cannot be God. 

Anſw. The: Mediator is diſtinguiſhed 
from. God, not fimply, becauſe (as: we 
ſhall prove ) himſelf is God : But only 
ſecundum ud, as Mediator ; for: as ſuch 
he not only is both God and Man ; but 
alſo by his Mediatorſhip ſtands between 
both, 1a order to the reconciling both to» 
gether ; and conſequently, muſt' be di- 
{tia from both. But chat rhis Mediator 
is God as well as Man, will appear : 

1. From the Senſe of Antiquicy, and 
” the Judgment of the Church in all Ages, 
which ever held that the Mediator muſt 
be #tr:u/7ue particeps, Partaker of; both 
Natures, that there may be ſorne equa- 
lity between the Mediator, andthe Per- 
ſons between whom he mediates, to the. 
end he may the mire powerfully recon» 
cile both togerher, oo which borom 


Ire 
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Treners, who was Diſciple to Polycarp, 
as Polycarp was to St. Foabn the Evan» 
geliſt. /. Þ c. 20. thus, adurroi hows 
nem Deo, whence Theodovret, Dialog. 2. 
Sree --- 785 dr0paroy Tw Ow, he hath 
LUniced Man ro God. And, 

2. From the Nature of his Mediatory 
Kingdom, which requires Omnipotence, 
whereby he may be able ro ſupport and 
govern it ; and Ormniſcicnce, whereby 
he may know all the wants and circum- 
(tances of ir. Therefore fince the Na- 
rure of this Kingdom of Chriſt doth re- 
quire infinite perfeions, which" are in- 
compctible ro a Creature, it doth evi- 
dently declare the Deity of this Media- 
tor; who is accordingly not only tiled 
God, but hath likewiſe the incommuni- 
cable Name, wiz. Fehowah, and Pertefti- 
ons of God aſcribed tobim in the Scrip- 
tures. 

. The deſign of this Text is not to 
FS. that the Father only is God cx- 
cluſiye'of the Som, and the Holy Ghoſt ; 
bur to reach us that there is but one God, 
and one Mediator excluſive of the ma- 
ny Gods, and many Mediators, acknow- 


ledged by the Gentiles. Bur ftill ( nor- 
withi/and- 
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withſtanding any thing in this Text ) 
this Mediator may be with the Holy 
Ghoſt On: God with the Father.- They 
have therefore brought a Texc ro dit- 
prove our Dottrine, whith neither as ro 
Letrer, or deſign,makes any thing againſt 
us. 

But this Letter pleads, thar God cans 
not mediate, but Chriſt doth, thercfore 
Chriſt cannot be God. 

Anſw. We grant that God'cannort in- 
tercede with S Creature, becautc this 
would imply that he is neichet Almigh- 
ty, nor All-ſufficienty but the Son may 
intercede with the Father wichout bring- 
ing his Divinity into queſtion. 

Therefore { to put the Socin'an into # 
right method of diſpute, which he yer 
ſeems totally a ſtranger to, there being 
nothing proper and concluding in all 
ais Arguments ) let him prove that in 
this Text theſe words [ One God } are 
ſpoke excluſive of the Son ; and that 
the Son's Interc:ofion with the Farher-it 
inconſiſtent with his Divinity : This 1s to 
his purpoſe, and muſt be done, or ele 
he muſt.give up this I ext; and indeed 
his Cauſe togeriier. 


I) 4 His 
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His Argument is tallacious; for it ap- 
plies that ro God in reference to the Crea- 
ture, which we- apply to one Perſon in 
the God-head in retercnce to another ; 
and lycs thus, God cannot pray to the 
Creature, therctore the Son cannot pray 
to the Father : a Socsnran Argument in- 
deed, which all mcn clſc would be aſha» 
med of. 

Bur it is ſaid [ the man Chriſt Jeſus } 
rrue, burthis is not ſimply man, bur 
man united ro the eternal word, or Scn 
of God. So [ the man Jeſus Chriſt ] tut- 
fered for us ; bur there was ſuch an Uni- 
on berween the two Natures, that whot 
was ſuffered by the Oce, was imputed 
ro the other z wherce, AR. 20. 28. Ie 
are purchaſed by the Blood of God, that is, 
by the Blood of Chriſt united to the ſe- 
cond Perſon in the glorious Trinity. 
This TextTertulzan ad VUxor. l. 2. c. 3. 
quotes without any Ati Trimtarianglols 
upon it ; and indced theſe blaſphemous 
Interpretations now in uſe with theſe 
men, were utterly unknown to the Apo- 
ſtolick Ages. 

_ Argum. 4. þ. 7, 8. God doth all things 
in his own Name, and by bis oxn Autha- 
rity ; 
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rity ; he ever doth his own Will : and ſeeks 
his own Glory : but Chri#t [anth, John 17. 
28. 7 am wot come of my ſelf : John 5. 43. 
I am come in my Father's Name : John 
5. JO. I jeck nt my own Will : and ch. 
8. 59. I ſeck wt my own Glory. 

Anſw. This is true of God in reference 
ro the Creature ; but it is not rrue of 
one Perſon in the Tri ity in reference to 
another. For though God cannot come 
in the Name, and by the Authority of 
a Creature, yer the Son may come in 
che Name, and by the Authority of the 
Father : becauſe, though the Son is 
equal to the Father as God, yet the Fa- 
ther is greater than the Son, as Father. 
For which reaſon Epiſcopins, whom this 
Letter beſpatters for an Arian, Infttut; 
Theol. I. 4- c. 32. faith, That the Son 
refers all things to the Father, as the 
Fountain of the Deity; of, and from 
whom the Son is, By this he refs a 
Co-ordination, bur afſerts a Subordina- 
tion of Perſons in the Trinity : and 
therefore at the ſame time both ruins 
theſe Objeions,” and alſo eſtabliſhes 
the Doftrine of a Trinity. 
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_ He proceeds z Gad declares himſelf 
ro be the prime objeft of Faich and 
Worlbip ; but the Son doth not fo, far 
Goby 12. 44. He that believes an me, be- 
lies not 0x me but on his that [ent me. 

Anſw. Chriſt doth in this yery Text 

ropole him(elt as the abjeCt of Faith and 
Werkip: for he ſaith, He that bekeves 
on we, which aſſerts that mcu did believe 
on him, and implys that they ought to 
do fo ; what follows is but a qualificati- 
op of the thing ſuitable ro his ſubordi- 
nation-to his Father ; for {uch an one 
believes zot on m2, that is, lolely, or 
ultimately : but ox hi#y that [ent ame, 1. E. 
on him, as well as me ; by which he 
doth not exclude, but include himſelf 
with the Father, as the objeCt of Faith 
and Worſhip. This ſenſe muſt be al- 
lowed, cle you run into theſe two ab- 
{urdities, v/z, 

1. You make the firſt clauſe aſlerr, 
what the ſecond deayes ; and the ſecond 
deny- what the firſt aſſerts, T12. That 
men do bclieyc on him, 2nd yet do nor 
believe on him: thev do nor belicye, 
and yct they belicye ſtil], 


2. Theſe 
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z. Theſe- Scriptures, which make 
Faith in Chriſt a condition of Salvation, 
ſuch as Fobz 3. 26. He that believes on 
the Sen, hath Everlaſiing Life ; mult be 
razed out of our Bibles. 

But perhaps he may trifle upon that 
word [ —_ object, which hath no- 
thing in ic. For it the Father be the 
prime objz& as he is the firſt Perſon in 
the Trinity ; yer the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt, arc the One, and oaly ob- 
jeft in regard of Nature. 

But as the Texts, he here quotes, 
cannot ſerve his Hypotheſis, ſo there is 
One _— that totally deſtroys 
it, viz. John 8. 42. I proceeded forth, 
and came from God: that is, ] am nor 
from the Earth, bur from Heaven : this 
is the Apoſtles ſenſe, Ephef. 4. 9. That he 
a[cended, what 15 it, but that be deſcend- 
ed farſt > Whence he did not firſt aſcend 
to receive his Doctrine and Authority 
from God, as Socinus dreams ; but he 
firſt deſcended from God, with whom he 
was 188 the beginning, John 1. 1. and 
with whom he w.5 glorified before the World, 
John LT. % Our fenle falls in with vari- 
ety of Scripturcs, which on every fide 
D 4 confh:m 
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confirm and ſvpport it: but theirs la- 
bours with endleſs difficulties in wreſting 
and perverting them ; that is an Argu- 
ment of truth, bur this of falſhood. 

Argum. 5, pa.9. God was always moſt 
wiſe, but Chriſt increaſed tn Wijdom, 
Luke 2. 52. 

Anſw. The Text faith, he increaſed 
in Wi/dom and Stature, which word 
[ Statyre | (uits not a Divine Nature, 
bur an Human Body, which ſhews that 
che Texc {peaks of him, not fimply, as 
# in his whole Capacity, without any 
excep'ion, he increaſed in Wiſdom, bur 
only as Man, and conſequently this Texr 
proves he is Man ; bur doth not 'prove 
he is not God, which is the deſign of 
this Argument. © This is a demonſtrati- 
on of a ſtudied corruption of che truth ; 
for ( like the Devil) he quotes bur one 
patr of the Text, to the end he may 
pervert the whoie. 

He proceeds, God was meer 1enorant 
of any thing; but he makes it that 
Chriſt was ignorant of tw.: 

1. Of the place where Lazarus was 
buried, Zohn 11. 34 Where bave ye 
laid burn ? 

Anſw. 
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Anſw. This no more proves that he 
knew not the place, than Gods asking 
Cain, Gen. 4. 9. Where is Abel thy Byo- 
ther, doth prove that God knew not 
what was become of him > How can we 
preſume he was ignorant of this, who of 
himſelf knew both his death, and the 
time of it too. T hat he would not in 
every thing give demonſtrations of his 
Divinity, is no argument againſt it. 

2. He pleads that Chriſt knew not 
the day of Judgment, for Mark 1 2. 32. 
Of that day knows no Man ( inthe Greek 
'tis | #435 ) none knows) no mt the Angels — 
aeather the Son, but the Father ;, St. Mat- 
thew, ch. 24. 36. adds, but the Father 
only. 

Anſw. He knew it not as Man; but 
this doth nor prove, he is not God, and 
did not know it as ſuch. For Fohn 21.17. 
He knew all things, and therefore muſt 
know this, or this muſt be nothing. In 
1 King 8. 39. God only knows the Hearts 
of Men ; but Poh.2.2y. Chriſt knew what 
is in Man: Burt to know the Hearts of 
Men, and to know what is in Man, are 
the ſame in Senſe; therefore Chriſt knows 
what God only knows; and capſequent» 


ly 
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ly Chriſt muſt be God,and for that cauſc 
Omilcient, Revel. 2.23. I am he nho 
ſearch the Heart. This Let. 4. þ. 154- 


doth acknowledge that Chriſt (poke of 


himſelf. Bur this (as we know) is proper 
to God,who alone can ſearch the Hear: : 
Therefore our Savior's Application of it 
to himſelf, is a Manifeſt Aſſertion of his 
own Divinity, and conſequently of his 
Omniſcience, which is inſeparable from 
the Divine Nature. Whence it muſt be 
that he knew it not as Man only,but yet 
at the ſame time mult knowirt as God. 

Bur here the S:c:m4ax pleads, that he 
knew many things not of- himſelf ; bur 
by Communication from the Father, as 
the Prophets did, 2 Kengs 8. 12. I know 
the Exxl thou wilt do to the Chilaren of 
Iirae! : Therefore ſome extraordinary 
Knowledges in Chriſt,do ſpeak his know- 
ledg no more Omnilſcient and Inherent, 
than that of the Prophets. So to this 
purpoſe p. 155. 

. Anſw. Theſe are yery unlike Calcs. 
or, 

1. This Prophet knew this Man (ſo 
far as concerned his furure Dealirg to- 
wards this People : But this doth nor 

prove, 
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proye, that he knew this Man any far- 
ther,or any other Man at all, Whereas 
7ob. 2.24. Chriſt kyew all Mex,and wx 5, 
He knew what was in Man; and there- 
fore all that is in Man: Which never 
was affirmed of any of the Prophets. 
From which alone it appears, that his 
Knowledge was much more extenſive 
than any of the Prophets. 

2. He knew all things 7oh. 21. 17. 
which imports an infinite Knowledge ; 
Bur an infinite Knawledge can neyer be 
Communicated to a fitite Ulnderſtand- 
ing : Becauſc there is an infinite Diſpro- 
portion between the faculry and the ob- 
jet : Therefore the Knowledge which 
Chriſt had, ſpeaks him infinite, and that 
is God. 

3. This Hypatheſis, 24. that ſuch a 
Knowledge can be Communicated to a 
Creature, doth canfound the Eſſential 
progerries of God, and the Creature, be- 
cauſe it makes the Creature infinite, as 
well as the Creator, 

4- Our Saviour ſaith, Revel 2.-23. 
I an: be who ſearch the Heart : Which 
Phraſe { ſearch the Heart ] was never 
applycd toany of the Prophets ; but on: 

Y 
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ly to Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt: 
Yet he ſaich, not only Jdo it, but 7 am 
he that do it ; which is more Emphati- 
cal,and implies, that this is his own AR, 
and conſequently, that his Knowledge 
of the Heart, is from his own ſelf. There- 
fore his Knowledge was not like the Pro- 

hets; for their's was Finite, but his 
xk Their's Communicated', his 
Inherent. | 

For which Reaſons, as well as othere, 
Antiquity put that Senſe upon theſe 
Texts, which might not deny, bur efta- 
bliſh nor his Omniſcience only, but ſuch 
as is not Communicated, but Inherent 
too : ForGreg.Naz,0ra.36. Athanzſ. tom. 
1. Contr. Ar.Ora. 4.45. he knows this my 
ewrds as God: And conſequently mu 
know it of himſelf ; but he knew it not, 
&r8,owivvs as Man; hereby making thoſe 
words [ none knows]to exclude not what 
is God, and theretore not the Son as 
God ; bur all the Creatures, and there- 
fore the Son as Man. 

In the ſame Senſe muſt we take that 
of Sr. Mathew Ch. 24. 36. of that Day, 
and How, knows xo Man,no, not the An- 
gels of Heaven, but my Father only. _ 

1cre 
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here [ Pazer muſt not be taken perſo- 
nally for the Father, in oppoſition tothe 
Son, and the Holy Ghoſt : But effenti- 
ally for God the Father, Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, in oppoſition to that word [Man 
of that Day and Hour, knows no Man 
—— - bur the Father only; therefore theſe 
words | the Father only *] exclude the 
Son from this Knowledge as Man, bur 
not as God. This expoſition is cleared, 
and confirmed from hence. 

1. That in the Scriptures Father ] 
doth often fignike God effertially, in- 
cluding, Son and Holy Ghoſt, whoare of, 
and fromthe Father. 

2.. T his Senſe muſt be granted , elſe 
you make this one Text, to contradi&t 
all rhoſe which ſay the Son knows all 
things, Cc. and 

3. Theſe Exclufive Particles{ none ] 
knows, or the Father | only Js. e. God 
{ only ] knows : Muſt be ſo laterpreted 
in divers places of Scripture, as particu- 
larly Luk. 10.22. No Man | in the Greek 
icis here allo iS; none ] knows who the 
Sou 1s but the Father, or the Father only. 
Whence they may as well exclude the 
Holy Ghoſt from the Knowledge of the 


Son, 
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Son; as the Soh from knowing the Day 
of Judgment ; becauſe this Particle 

note] muſt be as Excluſive in that 

ext, as in this But this Word cannot 
Exclude the HolyGhoſt from the know - 
ledge of the Son, becauſe r Cor. 2. 10. 
The Spirit ſearches all things, even the 
deep things of God : W hich word [ ſearch ] 
doth imply, that this Knowledge is pet- 
fe, and from himſelf, when applyed to 
the Spirit, as well as when applyed to the 
Father in the ſearching the Heart : And 
conſequently by parity of Reaſon, ir 
cannot Exclude the Son from the Know- 
ledge of that Day. 

Therefore when I find theſe Texts 
cited by the Sorrnians, confineing theſe 
Knowledges to God; and yer meet with 
others,which aſcribe infinite Knowledge 
to the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. 1 
muſt conclude, nor that the Son and Ho- 
Iv Ghoſt, are cicher ignorant of ſome 
things, for then I muſt conraditt thoſe 
Texts, which ſay they know all things 
or that- they are Cftecatures indowed 
with an infinite Knowledge; becauſe this 
( as is Diſpured already ) 1s utterly im- 
pollible : Bur I muſt conclude a bp 
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God ; and therefore are not Excluded 
by thoſe Texts, from knowing thoſe 
things of themſelves ; but are included 
with the Father in the God-Head ; and 
therefore ate with the Father, thac One 
God, to whom all things are open, and 
naked. 

He proceeds, Chriſt aſcribed the Infal- 
Jibility of his Judgment to the Father, 
Joh. $.16. If I Jaige, my Judement is 
irwe ; forl am not alone, but I and my Fa- 
ther, that Jent me : Which he thinks an 
Argument againſt his Divinity. 

Anſw. I am not alone, but I and my Fa- 
ther — that is, the Father hath not 
lett me alone, but bears witneſs ro me 
by Miracles. This ſpeaks nor the in- 
ſufficiency of his Judgment, but the in- 
creduliry of this People, and the abun- 
dant means, that he vouchſated them. 
Whencc he ſo often appealsro his Works 
Zoh. 10.25. 'The Works that 1 a in my 
Fathers Name , they teſlifie of me, and 
v. 38. though ye believe not me, yet be» 
liewve the Works. "Therefore this proves 
the Grace of God the Father, but doth 
not diſprove the Divinity of the Son. 

He inflifts, God cannot be: rempred , 

7am. 
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Jam. \. 17. but the Son was Tempred 
of the Devil. 

Anſw. If God cannot be Tempred ; 
what is the meaning of Mat. 4. 7. Jeſus 
faid— thou ſhalt n1t Tempt the Lord thy 
God? St. James ſaith, God cannot be 
Tempted with, or t1evil: No more was 
our Bleſſed Saviour, for he complyed not 
with the Temptation. 

Hecites Luke 18. 19. Why call:ſt thay 
ane Good? There 1s none good, ſave One, 
that is God, On which the Letter ſaith . 
he refuſed to be called Good, becauſe God 
only is Good. 

Anſw. The true meaning is, he refu- 
ſed to be called good, unleſs in Relation 
to his Divinity, implying that himlſelt is 
good, not by Participation, as Man is ; 
bur eſſentially as God is: Therefo r he 
asks, why calleſt thou me good, wit. as 
Man, or as God > That (cnic he Rejeftse, 
this he claims as his due. So Athanal. 
toms I. de Hum. Nat. Juſcept. 6 u2y Yap 
aydpandoy youi{tts wi, i424 's Otdy, jul us 
aiys «£ye8dy. It you think me Man, and 
not God, call me not good. Suppo'c 
this Text is of it (elf capable of rhoſe 
two {caſcs, the orc of which ſpeaks _ 

us 
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bur Man,the other God : Wee may calt- 
ly determine which Senſe to take ir in ; for 
theit's contraditts all thoſe Scriprures,which 
declare his Divinity : But our's comports 
with them, without Contradiftion ro any 2 
Therefore not their's, but our's muſt be ad- 
mitted, becauſe it muſt be interpreted in con- 
currence with other Scriptures, but not 1n 
contradiftion to *em. 

Arg. 6.p. 10. God grees what and to whow: 
he pleaſes, but Chriſt |aith, to Sit on my right 

and, and on my l:ft——15 not mine to grue, 
Mat.20.23. 

Anſw. Is not mine to groe, i. e. as Man , 
not mine Excluſive of the Father,or contra- 
ry to the Divine Oeconomy, according to 
which, ſomething- is aſcribed as peculiar ro 
every Perſon in the Sacred Trinity. Thac 
this is the meaning, is evident from Fob. 
10. 28. I grve wnto them Eternal Life : No- 
thing can be greater than this; yet the Son 

ves this, as well as the Father. Therc- 
ore in what Senſe the” other -is not his to 
give, in the ſame Senſe Ecernal Lifc is noc 
his to give : Bur in what Senſe he gives 
Ecernal Life, - in the'ſame Senſe he gives the 
other too, whatever you pleaſe tro under- 
{tand by it: Thisthey know is our DoQrine, 
and therefore ought o= oaly-ro yon 
t . 
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this Scripture, bur alſo to prove an incon- 
ſiſtency berween this Scripture,and this Do» 
Arine : This he doth not attempr, nor will 
cver be able to perform. Bur it ſeems it is 
c for a Sorrmanto ſtart an Error,and 
then leave it to the World, in hope 

may take it, as the Man did the Snake, in- 
to their Houſes, 

He proceeds, God needs no aid of 
any other ; but Chriſt faith, be that ſent 
Hit, 1s with me. 

Azn(w. The thing in Controverlie is, 
wether the Son be God, as well as Man : 
1 he Socinian brings this Text againſt us ; 
ut if we at preſent only ſuppoſe that he is 
Loth, which we muſt doxill it be diſproved, 
le can never tell me, why the Fathers pre- 
tence with the Human Nature of Chriſt 
ſhould neceflarily imply a denial of his 
Divine Nature ; and conſequently this 
Text is no due Medium, whence co con- 
cinde his point. 

He adds, God cannet Pray for himſelf, 
and People, but Chris Prays for binſelf 
£14 Di(ciples. Luk. 22.42 Heb. 5.7. Qc. 

Anjw. We Teach Chriſt is both 
oy _ Now he et ns 

e\1,0uly as Man, Luk 22.42.thatt 
Tiz. his Palfon, now at hand, might pals 
rom 


- 
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from. bim. He. Prayed for others, as 
Prieſt, Heb: 5.6. Thow.art 4 Preefi for ever , 
whence -v. 7. in the 'days of bis Fleſh — be 
oferedl--wp Prayers: Whence the an 
thinks he cannot be God, thar isto ſay , 
his;Pcaying muſt Hinder the Human Na- 
ture from being united to the Divine g for 
which he can produce neicher Scrupture nor 
Reaſan., Nay, as Man hedycd, bis not- 
wichltanding this was United to the Divi- 
nigy-:\ And 44 bis. Death could \not hinder 
this Union, auch leſs can his Praying, 

But co ſhew the weakneſs of this Argu- 
ment, we. will add, taough he cannot Pray 
conſidered Eſſentially as God ; far lo there 
is nothing above him; yer he may Pray 
confidered perſonally, as the Son of Gad , 
viz. the Father; for as San, he is Subordi- 
nate tothe Father,and conſequently as Son 
may Pray the Father, This is an Argu- 
meat then no more io his purpole, than if 
he had told us a Story of Atraham's Tra- 
vels, or-Noab's Planting a Vinyard. 

He urges farther, Chriſt Dyed, and the Fa- 
they ra6/en him from the Dead, Ephrſ 419,20. 
Whence alſo he {ancics he canuor be Gad. 

He char dyed, and was railed, mult be 
Man z but his Argument-implies, that: ke 
who raiſed him, muſt be God, which is 

E '2 enough 
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enough to our purpoſe :- For | he- raiſed 
himſelf, Fohn' 2. T9. deſtroy this 'T Le 
and in three days F will rae of; 
wv. 21. faith, he (pake of the T emple of 


his Bodv.” There re{ according to hiy 


own Hypotheſis tbe Sorts muſt -he*God; 
as welt as Man. © a7 1 213 

Bar rhit Socrmamy pretends, Ler. 4. p. 89! 
That Chriſt raiſed bis Bory' by @ Power 
communit ated to him by the Father ; and ac- 
coraingly bjs being raiſed ® always attiibut- 
ed to the Father, mot #0 himſelf. ” 

"Anſw.” This is falſe; for thar Text doth 
attribute it to himſelf, 7 will raiſe tt af. 
Thetefore-cirher che Son muſt be the Fa- 
ther ; or elſe his Reſurrefion is not al- 
ways attributed to the Father. 

2. If he was railed by: a power'folely 
from"che Father, then he muſt be” raiſed 
by: the Father : for he raiſes the- dead by 
whoſe Powet the dead is raiſed 3 and con- 
ſequently he could nor-fay, 1 mill raiſe tt: 

3. This notion makes the Raiſer, and 
the raiſed, to be-the ſame: which is as 
incoogruous as to ſpeak the Maker, and 
terhing/made ro be the ſame: © There- 
ſFe'when he ſaith,” 1 will raiſe it up; he 
ſpraks not'as Man, fot as ſuch he was #0 
be raiſed :; but as God, who alone is rhe 
raiſer of the dead. | And, 4. The 
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4. The aſcription, of it to the, .Father 
doth not deny the co-operation ofth : 


as the aſcription of it ta-the- Son doth. nor 
deny the co-operation of the Father.4 for 
then thaſe Text which ſome. aſcribe it 

to the- Father, others tothe. Son; mult ! 
contradiQory. . Bu the aſcription of it.ro 
boch doth declare the Divinity of borhy. be- 
cauſe now. both muſt be God, or cllethey 

could net raiſe the dead. ASE 
His next-Sctipture, which is Mat.-.28. 
18. At Power is grven me; is alrcady,an- 
ſwered in Arg. 2. For this Poxer- here gi- 
ven him reſpects. only the Goyernment of 
the Church, rowhich he was now exalted ; 
mea the Plalmiſt expreſlcs by {ering him 
a King on the Holy Hill of $on;;hur this 
doth nor prove that he had not, antece- 
dent ro this,a Power with the Father:1p the 
Gayerntnent of the World. This proyes 
he had now a new Government, but doth 
not -ptove that therefore he was-not God : 
becauſe the Father a new Governtnent 
upan the Creatiqn..of the World, but. yer 
was God. Such-additionals prove. an al- 
teration in the things added, but"ngt in 
thoſe Divine Perſops, ro whom they are 
added, All the difference is, this Power 
was given the Son, True, but this ( as be- 
| E 3 fore) 
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fore} is the Son ſubordinate to the 
r,-buc doth not deſtroy his Nature, 

 Aiart: 7. p/ 11. Cf in the Fr 
rgum. 7. p. I. in the Scriptures 
7s alw Poker of as en and different 
Perſoy God: and deſcribed to be 

the Sox of God, ani thi Image of God. 
aw: He is perſohally diſtint, and 
therefore is not God the Father : but he 
is not effentially diftin&t , and therefore 
mnſt be” God the Son. If the Sorrman 
then wauld gain his point, be muſt, prove 
tor only Al diſtintion, which we grant ; 

bur{ſuch] a diſtintion, which we deny; 

uthe hath ſaid chat. Chrift is the Son 
of God, arid the Image of Gol ; whence he 
concltites, p. 12. thus; it is a5 nepofſeble 
that tÞ* Son, or Image of the one true Gad, 
ſhould himſelf be that One true God, as that 
the Sow fboald be the Father, and rhe Image 
be the very thing, whoſe Image it 1s. | 
Anſi. Profoundly "argued, and like 4 
a Sororien ! For he falfly ſuppoſes that rhe 
Father only is the One rrue God : . when 
Father; Son, and Holy Ghoſt are rogerhet 
the one truc God. erefore take the One 
true God, and the inviſible God, perſonal- 
ly tor'the Father only ; and we grant that 


the Son of that One true God Sage Ae 
that 
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char One true God, becauſe the Son cannot 
be-the- Father : and rhat the Image of the 
inviſible God cannot be the inviſible God, 
becauſe ( as he ſaith) rhe Image canmor 
be that very thing, whoſe Image it is. 

Bur take the One t#ue God, and the #n- 
vfible'Ged, effentially for Farher, Son-and 
Holy Ghoſt, and then-the Son with the Fa- 
ther, and Holy" Spirit, is thar One-truc 
God * and the'T of rhe inviſible God, 
with' the Father Ghoſt, is char 
inmvifible God; becauſe all rhree Perſons 
254 are' the one true and \inviltble 


Now the Son is called the Image of the 
mviſuble God, becauſe as an Image repre- 
fetics that very thing, whoſe I it, ts, ſo 
che Sor repreſents the Father, as having in 
himſelf all the” perfeions of rhe Fakes 
flowing from the ſame Eflence common to 
both. © Whence- he ſaich, John 14; $. He 
that hath Be pt oy ho - F, : H - 
cauſe as Hilary. Pett, . de Tres. 1\9,:glol- 
-; I Iorags#- ſeen in the Peron 
of x ; and'conſequenrly c muf 
be of the ſame Nature with the Father, 

Our Dottrine then is not ſimply tm 
ble, and contrad;fory to common AS 
the Lener pretends : but theirs is pa oy 

E 4 falſe 
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falſe and abſurd ; for all theſe Arguments 
{as hecalls them ) run upon theſe two falle 
fuppolicions ; wir. 

$. That there is but one Nature. ih 
Chriſt : for he proves that Chriſt is Man, 
and thence concludes he cannot be God ; 
when the Scriptures abundantly declare 
that he 1s both. 

2.- That there /is but-one Perſon: in he 
God head «for he often-proves that Chiiſt 
is not God, Tz. the Father, - as many:of 
his quotations mult. be enderſtood © and 
thence [concludes he.js- not God ; though 
the Scriptures prove that Father, Sog aad 
Holy Gboſt ate God: -: ; 

Thus he ſuppoſes what we deny;: that 
there. is but one Nature in; Chriſt, and but 
one-Perſon in the /God-head ; bur proves 
only: what we grants ſz. that Fw > 
Man,..and that the Son is-not the' 

But let him prove firſt-chat rhere js but 
one Naturc.in Chriſt,. and then chat Chriſt 
is. Man: aid again, '6r{t.char there: s/but 
one. Perſon, 212, the-Father in rhe God- 
head; and then.that the Son is nor che 
Fathex.;-from cach of which ic willfollow 
that the: Son cannat þe God ; nothing leſs 
can cancludc his point .: but this method 
of:his proyes nothing — us, but only 


, £35 
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betrays the Socimiars want either of Hone» 
ſty or Judgment. 
1 However, he concludes his-Arguments 
( as he calls them) with a Soctazan Confi- 
dence ;- aflerting,, - that - there 'is 
in Scripture-no real foundation-for the Di 
vinity of the Son. . For progfof which he 
now flycs above common Argument, and 
can ſtoop ro nothing below Demonſtration. 
$. Demonſi.:1. par. 8.:p. 43— So me 
ny Scriptures exprefly declare, that only the 
Father is God. -Fot proof of this m—_ 
John 17..- 1,/7+1Farher — this "as Eter 
Life, tha# . they: might kaow thee, the only 
true God, and Feſus Chriſt; whom thou bait 


ſent. 

Anſw. The -Letter ſaich, that' Only the 
Father is. God, which denyes the Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt is'God-: but-this. Text faith, 
the Father is. the only true God: this excludes 
the Gentile Gods, but. not the San, and-the 
Holy Ghoſt: whe with: che Father areche 
only true. God. ; He here removes:the ex- 
cluſive —_ fromthe przdiciare, 
the [| true .God ]ro the ſubjeQ [thee] for 
(pony the-repetirion) the Apotle faith— 
' thee the only tru6 Gd ; bur the Sdc@pi8an laith, 
only thee the true God; which is ſuch a-cor- 
ruption otthe Text contraty:2o-all _ 
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and” authentick reading, that utterly per- 
yerts the very ſenſe and delign of ir. pe 

You - have! then a Demonſtration in- 
deed, notehat omly the Father is God, bur 
that the and Sacimianiſm. arc at 
odds z and the one or the ocher muſt 
be Refomncd. 


+ The next words and rs 
thou haſt ſemrJ do jet he GE 


aſt. "2.. parag; 9. p."14 If Chrif 
EE IE LE 
gether Superfluous to groe to 
bis {aid Hamann Nature as & Divreftor, and 
s” Guide : For what other belp could that Na- 
tee need, which was one Perſon with ( as 
hy _Jheak) God NG HP which God 


i Od dere Locke (4.1. Aft. 1. 2 
and Ch. 10. 48. -Which prove only this ,| 
that the Holy Ghoſt was given tothe Hu- 
man Nature of Chriſt: ich. the poor 


Man thinks a 'Demonſtrative proof, oor 
Chri 
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Chriff was not Unired ro the "Eternal 
Word;zor Son of God ;- and Conſeq 


ly: not God, | $7 godfÞ 
T's This Depaldachar as mo —t > 
Socinian Preſumprion. no Scripture 
faith, that if the Son"was God, he: ſhould 
not haye had the Preſence and Condu of 
the Spirit of God, * And certainly it is a 
M s way of Atguing, that this or 
that isrieceflary for God to have done, or 
not ts have done, and then to conclude, 
he hath, or hath not done it : For this is 
no better, than co limitthe Almighty, wo 
give Rules to InfinireWiſdom,andtomake 
not the Scripture, but anr own blind Con- 
ceits, the Rule of our Faith. In this'way 
the Romaniſis Demonſtrare an Univerſal 
Head of the Ghurch : Some the Divine 
Right of this, or that Form of Church- 
Governinent ; and after the ſame Merhods, 
others tmiiy as well Dettonſtrare away all 
Religions, and introduce what they pleafe 
of rheir own. 9915 5 37a 
2. His Foundation is utterly falſe. "For 
the Chutch is the Body of Chriſt, which 
Epbeſ.4 15, 16. is ſaid w'be firly joyned bn 
bm oor Head, to intimate that he doth 
atiiee, and guide ir'y and yer norwith- 
ſtanding 


( 60: ) 
Ganding this, the Spirit is ſent to.Jead; her 
into:alt Truth: : Where let the Socopyan tail 
mc, wh both the Son of God.,:and-the 
Holy. Spirit, may not gaae, wr 
; —_— as well az the Myſtical Body of 
we 0:7 I 06:59 5 wants 
'.,3- lt follows, that-the ſame works. of 
:God.areaſcribednow-40 one 'P the; 
£9: apother ; Thus we find+ir. in; this of 
Condyd, in that..of Creation,  &4;.. hut 
this doth -not defiroy,, but rather-geclarce 
and/ confirm the Doftrine of a Trivicy : 
Becauſe it proclaims thoſe Powers and Ope- 
rations, which the ,Sx114 would Limir 
©. one Perſon, robecommon to all three; 
> xy it follows, .that all three - muſt be 
God.” 

Demonſi. 2. parag. 10.þ. 1 5. We bavean 
Inftavce cf NA hy Demonſtratian now 
before us. -- For he would not havezhe Son 
to be God, becauſe he | Aſcribes his-Mira- 
clestorthe Holy Spirit, Mar. 12. 28, 4 coft 
out Devils by the Spirit of God. - Now this 
doth not prove the Son is notGod,any more 
than the Aſcribing Creation to the Son,doth 
prove that the Father did not Create. But 
Kis a good ſtep. toward the proving that 
the Holy Ghoſt 4s God ; For Miracles can- 
riot be wrought- byte by a Divine Fomer , 

| [ X 
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therefore ifrheHolyGhoſt hath ſuchaPower 
of Miracles,that they are wrought by br 
if he be a -Perſoh- which we ſhall 
prone he muſt bea Divine Perſon,andrhar 


* Demonſt 14-parag.F1.Þ.15. Had our Lord 
been wore'than a Man; adv (oy er of the 
Ola Teſtament —— would eſcribe bym 
barely as the Seed of the Woman. 

An(w. They Deſcribe him as ſuch, - bur- 
not barely as ſuch; for th Deſcribe = 
alſo as God. Thus Iſa-$0.3. Prepare 
way of the Lord, make flrait tn the De 
= wa for ey Ae and thy - bh 

r eſtas, Vangeuſs 
with ry it to Chriſt,” Mat.3. 
3; Mok I, 2, }- Luk. 3, 4. anc Joh. I-27. 

here they all fam} A. the Voice inthe 

VIE was the Baprift ; and that che 
way he was to prepare, wag the way of the 
Meſſuas ; chavekats according to their” Ap- 
plication of Scripture, the Prophet doth 
Stile the:Son, the*Lotd our God. 

Obſerve farther, thac this Texr calls'the' 
Mrſfat Lori, in the Hebrew, it is 7 \ 
which { we ſhall prove ) isan Tacomediuni. 
cable Name of God,: which therefore Aſ- 
ferts the” Divinity of "bieh; to' whom it is 


arpiyed: And conſequently the phes 2 
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this place declares him to be God naps 


—_— Pſal 46.6,7. with Heb.18. and ; 
Pſal. 102. 2 5. with Heb. 1.10. and you will 
find, that according to che Apoſtle's 


Creation of the World ; and certainly this 
Deſcribes him not as'the Seed of. the 
man, but as Gad. 

$. 4 This Pca having thus attack'd the 
Divinity of the is Herpes. leif 


againſt thar of the Ghoſt ; affirming 
Þ. 2G. that tbe Holy Gheft — 16 owly _ 


Power and Inſpiration of God, at leaſt 15 n04 


elf God, which they bold ts aſcertagx'd 
ray oF orga 
Conlid. s. The Holy Ghoſt or Spirst, aud 
the Power of God, are [pokn of a5 ome and 
the ane-thing, 1 Car-2.4,5. Lake 1.35, Ch.z 1: 
20. Mat. 1 2.28. Luk.24. 49. Compared with 
AQ.1-4,5. 
An[w. He is heret0 prove, that the Ho- 
Ghoſt is only the tower er! folpiation 
of Ga ar ſuch: = A pra 
Tens no Thing ans ently 
Bellea Sie ropery the 
Spirit is not 
hifi of God, bur metbing dine 
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from it. For x Cor. 12.8,9,19.1#/4/dow, Faith, 
dc. are given by the Spirit : Whence Heb. 

4- uy ate called the Gfts, of the Holy 
Ghoſt. Hence cach Text Diltinguiſhes - be-. 
rxecn the Spirit, and theſe Gifts: But nei- 
ther of them are the Inſpiration of God. 
For Inſpiration is the whereby the 
Holy G ppt ee nennny to Men, 
which v.11. is called 4 dizudeng ther. _. 

This is clear from 2 Tim;3.16. all Scrig- 
rure is ©s57ysvros inſpired, or gruen b 
Inſpiration of God. Here Scripture is the 
gitt or rhing inſpired, God is the giver or 
gy * therelage, Jaſpiration og Fer) 
the whereby it is given or Tnſpi 
Thereforeas the Graccs before 
vis. Wiſdow, Fanth,doc. areche Gifts of the 
Holy Ghoſt, ſo the Holy Gholt, muſt give 
them by way of laſpiration. The Soxcinan 
then doth here confound the Agent and the 
Att, making che Giver and che Giving, the 
ſamerhing; which is as falſe and abſurd, as 
io lay my At ot. Donation is my Perſon, 

3. He .. that the Holy Ghoſt is 
only the Power of God, that is, as he often 
cxplains himfelf, is neither God, nor a Per- 
jon. Bur this is ncicher proved ,.nor cycr 
can be; becaulc ſuch Power can know no 
more of God, than a Grace or Y cxtue _ 

Oz 
*; 
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do, which are qualicics, not perſons: But 
t Cor.2.10. "The Spirit ſearches all things , 


even the gs of God: Whence the . 
7 Gran 


Spiric m 


not a ſimple Power, but a : 


Perſoncndowed with an Infinite knowledge, 


and that can be no other than God. 

Whar the Lencr oppoſes, the Scriptures 
- areclcar in ; for A. 5. Ananias did lye to 
/ the Holy Ghoſt, whence w. 4. ſaich, he lyed 
not to Man,bat to God. Therefore the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt muſt be God. 

Emedinus, who is much more Manly in 
his performances,than this Eprfiler Parallels 
this of Ananas, lying tothe Holy Ghoſt, 
and to God, with the Jen Rejeting Saxu- 
el and God: Thus, the Zens Rejetted Ss- 
muel immediately, who was fer oyer them; 
but = Rexfted God mediately, who 
did ſcr Sawtze/ over ther : So Ananiasly- 
cd to the. Holy Ghoſt immediarely, who 
was given'tothe Apoſties':: But he lyed to 
God mediatcly , who gayc the - Holy 
Ghoſt rothe Apoſtles ;- whence as the Zews 
did Sin differemly againſt Samwel and God, 
wiz, immediately, and mediately, ſo did 


Anamas againſt the Holy Ghoſt and Ged , 


wher.ce he would have the Holy Ghoſt and 

God, as much diſtin, as Samizel and Godz 

and that is cflentially, | 
Anſw. 


4 
»£ 
k 


a Sw Ai a— a << io  w-zwe 


—_— "PQ — a a Mc «ws 


Buc take theſe Texts right, and 
allow a Parallel. Bur then it muſt lye be» 
tween Samuel and Peter; and again between 


Conſfid.2.p.17. gory, a RI is 


made, as between God and Chrift, [0 alſo be- 
tween God and the Holy : So that * tis 
:wPoſſible the Spirit ſbould be God himelf. 
His Quotations are, "ns 5. — the = 
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jd fel i broutt bn owr Heats, by th 
Cor, 3/Y6'——< ye bye 

Giri of God dweii NA 

Tens 91 ('the Sparta 

<a Ihe Sathts, ar vga 


Y 
of thi 
view Roms: 27.1 pgs AL. 
ctibes Pet ſonal — to the Holy Ghoſt=. 
he "makes Imerce :"Theicſore, that he 
may ar once deftroy Y his Divinicy, and Pep- 
b Tow wn, he — yh re Lye 2} 
f5 J POR? Of 454 Ferjon by the ſame 
Ti is aſcetly's 


f caunat _— 
rſon, becauſe t 


ry « 
K " fora Ghoſh > Fox n_— to 


this 
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"this Argurzeat) Perſonal afedo got not prove 
che Facher or the Son-to be z bez 
cauſe they do not prove, that 1. 2a 
Perſon; but that Argumeat whack provey 
to0 much, proves any 

2. The Scriptures do ibe-co che ry 
ly Ghoſt , not only thoſe Perſonal Atts 
which they do not to Charity, or to any 
thing elſe, which is nor a Perſon : Bur. 2 
Subliſtence to the Father, Son. and Holy 
Ghoſt, together in the ſame Text 1 John Fu: 
7. there are three — the. Note: 

Ward ad the Holy Ghoſt, icaplyi 
Subſiltence of the HolyGagtls is as wr 
Perſonal, as that of the 
Son. They Aſctibe - Nie ” NL 


derfianding, Will and P ann For 1 [ang 
12. 14. he-diyides the. old Gifts of 

God to everyone as hinfſch Wl: Wes 
theſe two Calcs arc ig _ that even 


Biddle the Soetmian, way ol it. Far 
( ng thisof Chatity.) he Al- 


tbe. Pecſonalicy of ;the Holy Ghoſt , 
eyan whikk he denies his Divinity. _ 

3. &ripture muſt. n taken figurs- 
tively, without a ri elle you ma 
turn the whole into an Al <A. and loo 
at once both the _—_ Ong Devgn i in A 
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Cabaliſtical Senſe. Now this 1 doth 
lye in the Caſe of Charity, as much as in 

at of rhe Anthropomorphites mentioned , 
Let 4-p.1 59. For all Men do as well know 
that Charity can be no Perſon, as that God 
can have no Human Parts, as Eyes, Ears, 
Hands, &c. but this is ſo far from lying in 
the Caſe of the Holy Ghoſt, that Ler. Þ p. 
p9. doth confeſs, that all the Arrians,and ma- 
ay Socinians do acknowledge, that the Holy 
Gboſt is a Perſon. \Whence this is a conceit 
ſo weak, as well as Novel, that even the 
Uniterians themſelves ( as he idlely calls 
them Jare divided upon it. It is plain then, 
that in the Jucgment of their own Party , 


as well agot the Church in all Ages, here 
1sno neceſhity of a Figurative Int t 
on ; and conſequently no fuch ough 

admitted. The Soctuian Arguments ( we 
ſce ) are like gt, eoas appear only to 


whom they pleaſe, none but a few of 
'their own Party have yetdiſcerned *em. 

Conlid. 3. p. 18: The Spirit is obtained 
for us of God by our Prayers, AQt. 15. 8. 
' Luk. 11. 13.- Whence he thinks the Spirit 
ot God, becauſe he is given by ano- 
ther. 


Anw. 
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| By the Spirit he here underſtands 
Pic of the Spiritz as himſelf explains 
it: whence he proceeds thus : but they, wiz. 
the Swimiars, lay allo, That-f the Holy 
Spirit were atiall a Perſon, much more God, 
his Gifts-——— would be beflowed by him(elf- 
which F : 
I, Convivees him of coptradiftion : for 
he ſaith, they are the gifts -of the Spirit, 
yet denyes that they are giyen by the Spie 
rit : which is as much as-to ay, they are 
given by the Spirit, and yer.are not given 
by the Spiricy/ which is a concradiQtion in 
terms. - And, Ween 


2. This uczcrly d his Argument, 
which js this, that Ne Dk doth not-be- 
(tow his own- gifts, rherefore the Spiric is 
nat'Gogd, bur che Spiric muſt beſtow.hig 
own gilts,. elſe they could 'not be his own 

ifts, bur. muſt be the gig &f him that be» 


ows.'em. ; therefore the antecedent being 
falſe, rhe conſequent mult be falſe coo, 

that the Spirit dath beſtow theſe 

things,, which he acknowledges ro be the 

gitrs and (graces of the Spirit, is cxprefly 

allerted by St. Paul, 3 Cor. 12: 8,9, 10,tT. - 


where he ſaith of theſe very [res = 
irit drvedes © 


ccs of the Spirir, that the <5 


_- 


another ; as Faith,Re nr 
the gifts of the” Spirit, 
r9'the' Spirit only, but  fotmerlitay n6-0he 
Father, as hirhſelf proves, "and fomerimes 
to the Jon, as the Apoſtle declares,” 44: y. 
21. h1w, c:x,. the Son hath God exalted=—— 
to be a-Prince,' and 4 Saviour, to'gipe Re- 
penance ( which implyes Faith) ## Frael; 
and AF. 2: ſpeaking of the gift of Tongues, 
_ V. 32, IJ that Jelus, who a rai- 

from the dead, berng by the vi yight" 

7 Got exalted, hef'H, O12, the: el 

| ho T forth this, which | ye © fe” and 
"bet Sroriaer ls, | 
, 14 ot £223 
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dew ifreg (ng bx: 
WT "reeipiire of far wade 
chi 


it + on this, .or ouher q - 
the Rs po 
LY Spirit s 4 Penſa; ad Gad;. n 
Fo the —_— as. i Pricing a 
utterly ane 62unt ab 
pert > Wed 

we 1ead thus; 3 any; Loud Ki 
Chrith, and the Po and the. Com: 
munidn of. the Holy be with you al 5 
which Text we (ball fi lain, and then» 
a0pYy i it tO, the preſers Argitineac. 


wx: That 
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another. And, | 
2. St. Paul himſclf doth thus explain it,” 
Epbeſ. 6. 23.— Fatth from Gol the Father, 
and the Lord Feſus Chri? : where bir: diftin- 
Hoe the Son. not ſimply from God, bur 
romGod the Pather , this denyes that rhe 
Son is the Father, but ſtill implyes tharthe 
Son is God. Now this Text being rhe more 
full and perfet, explains chat in the Ce- 
rit- 
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rinthians, by teaching ns to ſupply theſe 
words [ the Father ] The Grace of our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt, the love of God, viz. the Father, 
and the Communon of the Ho GI 
chis Texr thus ſupplyed and per by 
that, doth make a diſtin&ion of Perſons, 
bur not of Eſſences, that is, it teaches that 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, are not the 
r_ but Fire Lg Rules ſenſe 
St. Paul! Cx to the Ep X E 
cherefore muſt intend Bagh Spar Fri 

Now the Texr, thus explained, is'not 
only a benediAion to this 1, but al- 
ſo a Pye ro God the Farher, God he 
Son, God the Holy*Ghoft, chat this 
Grace may deſcend upon it. a 

We'ieyer pray toGod, bur we pray to 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoft, which was 

e judgment ntiquiry: For Feſt 
Martyr, who florifted in the middle ofthe” 

. Age next after the Apoſtles, ſaich in Þ 

Apologic, we Chriſtians worſhip Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and yer againſt 
, noone iſm in the ſame A 

ec 


lares; that they worſhip:d A go. 
it, that all three Perſons rogerher are thar 
one God" whom they worſhiped, _ 
| w 
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whom they prayed, which is one-part of 
orip. | 
Byt.you will ſay, ah reaſdn then, 
we arc not ay cxpreſly 
and particularly to the Holy as We. 


to God? 
ay” 1. In Sven Scriptures 
ja len or go. ed 


re \ th 
t 
"Evens. to be Es Fang 
we uls arc eflcugally one, 
ud ere he firſt Perf jn the 
it i the 
* ds from whom the Son and 


Feng Kor this 


the Son 4 
but not tings pri a 0 
ſo for the {ame hh Pe ets A 


& pri incipaly , bur yer aw 
flood Oe re of. the aſt and 
Habs Ghoſt, but gat excluſive. pf them. 

3. The Father is ogy in the 
Gorioent F the : the firſt 
mover in vine Kroon, aying to 
the Scn, and the, Haly Ghoſt, Jet 244. wake 
en Lie aid, nr 

to, 
wy works mak by 
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"which he ſpeaks the Father priociple Ope- 
rator, but himſclt a Cooprrue wi ht 
Again,the Son ftom the Father hathvthe 
Government -of-the. Church, whence is; j 
called the Kingdom.:of Chriflpto-wbvh 
-the Father Exalted; him, and from uHe :Fa- 
ther and the San, the Haly Ghoſt is in the 
Miniſtration of ir. Upon which 
Prayers arcdife&ed primarily, andexpre(- 
ly tothe Fathcr,buryecr ate intended avex- 
tenfivece the Son antt-Holy Ghoſt; They 
are direated moſt particularly rothim from 
ERS 
yet they. to ce m1 
NGtmt of thai News. 


\  Thels things weſitedto the Rules and 


Methods of rhe Divine Qcconompy » and 
-may>ſeom difficulties ;/bur had our. Tonfi- 
derev conſidered well, - he bad neverniade 
- them tsof anticrehe. D9c2 
p.10-17: the Holy Spirit, and 
ow Lord 'Chrift are = God, nd bfs: than 
the Father, then God's s Trimty of Perſons, 
or three Perſons ;' but this 15 contrary to the 
whole Sexepture, mhich' ſpeaks of God as but 
one Perſon ; —_—_ hn, and: to hem 
6k ar Proms; fuch as I, Thiug' ae, 
; / + OY p 1 


2 
do. Anſm, 


Anſw. We deny that any one Text of 
Scripture, doth prove that God is but One . 
P He quotes, Job. 13.7, 8. Hill ye 
{peek mickedly for God? — Will ye accept 

s Perſon * — Whence he thinks, there 
can be but one Perſon, wiz. the Father 
- = TC _—s To which we Anſwer 
thus. 

1. The letter of theſe Texts doth / nor 


the doing unjuſtly for God 

others, when ſaid to accept rhei 
- For Fob hereby accuſes his Friends of In- 
juſtice and Parciality, in that they juſtified 
God's Viſitations' by Condemning 
him of Hypocriſie,. . Therefore theſe Texts 
are rt ſuired rothe Nature of God, nor 
deſigned to Derermine, -wherher there be 
- only. one,or more Perſons in the God head, 
burto ſignific unjuſt Cenſures'; and there- 
fore muſt import nor a Singularity or. Plu- 
.rality of Perſons, bur Partiality in 
cheir Judgment, between ,God and RpEY 


('77 ) 

WAlL ye ſpeak wickedly for God ? and 
aeceitfully for Frmpgre 2 ye accept bus Pad 
on? - 
4 3. Phraſes that are taken fromthe com- 
mon ufuagesof Men, or as common 
of Speech, are not to be uſed in an Argu- 
ment, in which the Holy Pen-man did pot 
intend them to the Contradiftion of thoſe 
Texts, which profefiedly ſpeak of that 
point, this all Men of Reaſon —_— 
ment, muſt grant me; becauſe in 
ing Scripture, we are to conſider not only 
I agtrbs 

_ » 
ir muſt be in this Caſe before us, 
that theſe Texts in Fobe, which concern not 
the Nature of God,cught not to be brought 
to prove, there is but one perſon in the 
God-head, ſo many Texts on {er 
purpoſe , declare the Divine Nature of 


He quotes alſo, Heb. 1.1.2,3. God - bath 
[poken to us by his Son, who being — the 
expreſs Image of his Perſon. 

Anſw. 1. God here muſt fignifie the Fa- 
ther, becauſe he ſpeaks to us by his Sorr, 
whence the Son is the Image of his Fa- 
ther's Perſon. But howeyer this doth gn 

Icac 


(98) 
teach bis Caſe ;, for it proves indeed, that 
God the Fathcris but:one Perſon, which 
_ w_ ant : Burt it doth nor prove there 
er Perſon inthe God-head, which 
woke thing in coatroverſie. Nay, . 
2 This Text is not only; not ' for bur 
youre againſt, hint. For-if the Son bethe 
o_ 


of his Father, he muſt duly 
rn Farher, _ ] _ Re- 


pre thoſe chin _—__ 

: And if he, * Living — tis 
Father, duly RepreſentstheFarher;he tnuſt 
he in WM all che ;enoſt be of his 

and confequently m infinite 
hana elſe he could 'nor in; his bun Per- 
ſon of Nature, R rt anfifiite PerfeRt1- 
ons ; and that he {oyis evident aot on- 
ly from his being Termed rhe _- 

Father, but alſo from thoſe 
once quored already, Zoh: 14-8. he that hath 
een me, hath feen the Father. So faris this 
ext from proving; but.one Perſon inthe 
God-head, that it RARITY iner9du- 

ces a {cecond. 

He cites, 1Xur.6, 4,5. — the Lord our 
God is Oe: the word is 7ebovab, whence 
the Letrer ſaith, Jebowah 18 one; ' and that 
the Jews Morning and ETemng —_ 

0/718 
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thes Verſegtd keep #t 1n perpetual Memory, that 
Jehovah or Lo is one only, mat 'tvvo or three. 
Anſw. The meaning ishere is bur One 
God, which is ſpoke itt oppoſition to Gen- 
tike Gods, which the Fews-were {o mucb-in- 
clined to, not that there is but One Perſon 
inthe God-head, which was never diſputed 
among them. Welſay tht), that Jehovah 
or God, is but One, 44x. Nature or Sub- 
ſtance,cthacis, there is but one God, which 
is all chis Text can p to, and all chac 
our Socentan can prove: But we ſay like- . 
wiſe, that Zehowah or God,is three Perſong, 
wiz. Father, Son ant Holy Ghoſt. That 
the Father is Zehowah or God, the Socans 
grants us, and that the Son-and Holy Ghol 
are Fehowah, or God, we will prove. | 
I. Thar the Soh is Zehoweb, or God will 
appear from hence. In Exed.33-1,2,3-the 
Lord,the wotd is Zehowah,ſaid,1 will ſend my 
Angel. but 1 will not go up into the midſt 'of 
thee, Now as theLeirer ſuppoſes,thatZeboweb 
is God, (o ini this very place, it can (igni- 
fic nd other than God properly. Becaule, 
i. Fhovah is here Diſtinguiſhed from 
an Angelyas {udh, and-cherefore from eve- 
ry Angel, 1 will ſexd wy Angel, 6 I will 
xt go. —and - 
2. He 


( 80) 

2. He declares his propriety in this An 
gel, for it is[\my ] Angel : An Angel that 
1s wine, that is, my Creature, and my Ser- 
vant: Which gloſs I found upon this bot- 
tom, that we never find in all the Scripture, 
that one Angel ſpeaks thus of another ; for 
h there be different orders of Angels , 

are all Servants of God, not the 

ts one of another. Therefore this 

muſt ſpeak this Jehovah to have that mn 


to Propriety in, and that Power over this 


Angel, which God has to, in, and over his 
reatures. 
Then Gen. 18. 1. The Lord i. e. Jehovah, 
qu to Abraham, wv. 2. expreſſes ic b 


three Men ; but wv. 2. calls only one of theſe 
three Febowah, or Lord, the ſame is ſo cal 
led again, wv 19. 20. and v. 22. doth again 
expreſly call theſe two [ Men } but this 
[ Jehovah | This only was Dignified with 
theſe Titdes, tothisonly did A:rabam bow 
himſelf, and - dire his Diſcourſe. Now 
{ince this Fehewah is ſo induſtriouſly diſtin- 
iſhed from theſe Men, as be was before 
| that Angel ; and wv. 25. is called 
the Fudge of the World ; which nei- 
ther is crue, nor was cvcr affirmed 
v 


| (8 ) 
bf any created Spirit, it muſt needs be 
that this Jehovah is God. Bur now this 
Jehovah cannot be the Father, becauſe 

t. This Jehovah appeared in humane 
ſhape, as, to Foſhua, to Moſes, fo to 
Abrabam, whence himſelf, and the two 
with bim, are called Men, v. 2: but the 
Father never appeared in humane ſhape ; 
and the Teaching that he did was anti- 
ently, as well as juſtly, condemned as 
part of the Patropaſlion Hereſie : and 

2. Theſe three are called Angels Heb. 
13, 2, becauſe they were ſent, as the 
Word imports ; but the Father being the 
firſt Perſon in the Trinity, cannot be (ent 
from any. 

The Reſult then'is, herc is Jehovah z. e. 
God appearing in' the likeneſs of Men, 
but the Father never did appear in this 
likeneſs, therefore this cotild not be Jeho- 
vah, or God the Father ; bur muſt be. Je. 
hovab, or God the Son,” whom the Fa. 
ther ſent in humane ſhape as an intimati- 
on of his furure Incarnation. Is eyi-. 
dent from Foſhus ; for c. 5. v. t3. he fees. 
4 Man with a drawn Sword, and "asks 
Who he was for? The Man anſwered; 


V. 14; 


44 
Sur, =4 a Hoſe 
is Man is & 
8 Ta a8 
, n, b 
She jRovgh te Lord EN 


hovab, or Lord, is the Father, bob 

was; and the latcer Jehoxab, os Lord; 
is the Son, who. was ſent from. the Farber 
as Captain of it. 

This, was the Senſe of all Antjquity/; 

for ſo Fuſtm Martyr Dial. ſo Grenews |, 
6 Sh and 23, 212 fo Tere de Incor. C, 

by Gries Org C. 9. gs 
ped Cyprian, ond (botak 

Again Gen. 19. 44 hs y de Lon 

a dawn, Fire che yiets. 
val] in Heaven. The Series of this ry 
ſtory ſhews tha, the, former, Jaboyah. is the 
very @mewith Jebqyah. ch. 1,8 ; whence, 
the-latrer, muſt be. the Father; who Was 


es cnc Lark 4 alba 
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Hl che Grft Council of Siaizs. And indebd 


by rey ry pong 
of his future 


: Þ tus raining down Fire from Heaven was 


| 
| 
) 
| 


wy —-=yvy 


2 Type of the aft Conflagrativn, when 
this Jehovah the Sor» ſhall come from J&« 
hoval the Father to jutige the Quick and 
the Dead: for which reaſon Hbrabaw calls 
him che Fudge of the World, Gen. 18. 2}. 
We ſhall confirm and conclude one 
Point in our Anſwer to Crellzty who: at 
Nomme Tfebovah, objects ſeveral things 
againſt us wich a deſign ro perſwade chat 
[Jehovah] is not a Name proper to-God, 
but is ſometimes giveth ro Angels proper» 
ly caken ; and conſequently , chat this 
Jehovah. was not tht Son, but only an 
vo. of = 
Obj43.1 mY ar 
called Angels Heb. 11. 2. | 
Anſ. They are likewiſe called Men 
Gen. 18. 2, Whence let the Socin:iav xell me 
1. Why one of thefe Angels may not - 
be the Son of God, a well as theſs-ciurey © 
Men be Anjzels ! And chen, 
2, Why thc veer rwo ſhould be pallad 
only Men' and Ange, bue chis-be filed 


(84) 
Jehovah, whom the Scriptures diſtinguiſh 
from Men and Angels, unleſs to denote 
the diſtinftion of his Nature from all cre- 
ated Beings :. and why he ſhould then be 
joined with the. Father under the ſame 
Name Jehovah Gen. 19. unleſs to declare 
the ſameneſs of his Narure with the Crea- 
tor, God bleſſed for ever? 
Objett, 2. He who « called Lord | Febo- 
web | in Exod. 3, 7. i cxpreſly ſaid to be an 
of the Lord, v. 2: Whence he thinks 
that Jehovah is a Name not-proper to 
God, but common to Created Spirits. 
Anſ. Angel doth note his Office, as 
being ſent from the Father ; and Jehovah 
notes his Nature; as being 'of the ſame 
Subſtance with the Father : for wv. 6. this 
Jehovah faith, I am the God of Abraham ; 
and v.:14. he tiles himſelf > &r, I am; 
this implies a perpetual Exiſtence from 
everlaſting to everlaſting, which is 'not 
competible to any Creature, Hence our 
Saviour faith att. 23. 31, 32. Hove ye 
net read; not what God ſpake to you by 
his Ange], but that which « ſpoke to you by 
God, ſaying; 1am the God of Abrahom — 
Where our Saviour: himfelf, who is ch& 


('85”) 


beſt Interpreter of Scripture, teaches that 
this Jehovah was not a created Spirit, but- 
even. God himſelf Upon. which Faſtin 
Mar Apdl. faith, this is 4x4744©: 28-006, ! 

ritt,.” And Term. adv; Prax. C.. 14: 
Doo i.e. Filium Des Viſur—Moyſi—God, 
that is, the Son of God was: feen by A+ 
{es : the ſame you bave agains; 16. 5ee 
Cypr. adv; Fude. 1. 2. Ofc. -\ 

Objeft. 3. Jehovah is indeed a Name 
proper. to. God, but yet-is ſometimes gis- 
ven ro Angels, as they perſonate God, 5; e. 
bear his. Name and Antbority. 

Anſ. Here was not only the Name i 
Authority of God, bur alſo. that Honor 
received, PU | is dug to God 'only ; for 
Moſes by. ſpecia | Comtnand. did -worſhip. 
him : _ you have not. one (ach Inſtance . 


of an' Angel that any-way+ appeared ro be; 
a created Spirit, thatbore the. Name and: 


forbag him to Warſhp him, aod tht for 
a reaſon, common- 0:2} -treated Angels,; 
rye 19. See thou de it: pars. for: 1 Tk 


FllawServen. : 1; oo fiua 
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- As we find-no fuch thi ſo neither 
can any tuch thing ever bo; fr God kach 
laid, Ay Glory will | not give to anothet : buy 
this gives a-Croature his Name, -his\Aw- 
thoricy, and his- Honor ; and cheſ® art his 
Glory. Therefore the mater of rhis'ON- 
jottion is not! only not ſound'in'the Seri 
prure, bur'is even comrary tee! > 


"Awſ.\ This doth not follow: br. as 
was giyen'by Angels, ſo it was Gl.3. 149i 
IR the band of » Mediator, that-is, of Chrith: 
as and 'vthers rake "it. Bu 
lore ſay this MeHiator was Moſes 5be i 

z 10 was only as a T ; Ctitif,” 
there. ruſt do-ap\-exalt Agreemons t Y 
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ditco8.) Whency 
the Reſule muſt be, thac AU fav6Þ kr 


high 


VS. *) 
- but Chirift ave 
Ay , hd by thoſe 4 
otic are tniftiiring Spirits. 


ht b 
ww b: bj, be Org b- 


ge man or? 
$ pe 1w was given imimed by n 

ſes, and the Goſpel 1 _—_— 

which exdes Ch af by CONE an fm- 

miediatey bur not yo a . eat Doe 
ry of the Law. 

Brit the Difficulty is ftth Hb. 2. 
by 7 leſs ps goo / A 


R$ wi. Hi 
fone we adn, f fo _ 0 os 
"4 ye fi 17 he Big 


is che (Get i is 
hrnad beth the [4 Beeatifh =, 


= 4 
{#3 


| but an Angel 
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Avſ.. This Text, which faith. che Law 
was ſpoken by Ange, doth-no 

clude the Son, than 3-708 77 

the Law was 

thoſe Angels : for indeed i ic _ given 

all three. Therefore the Oppoſition lies 

not between Jehovah and the Son, wha 
axe. the ſame, and. gave both Law and 

Goſpel too, bur 

- Berween his different manner of gh 

ving each: for (as, before) he gave the 

Lay mediately by _ but he " 

the Goſpel immediately by - bj 

the Erernal Word now made Fleſh : 

ort which account Sin againſt the Go 
a.greater Attront co his Perſon and Ay. 
ofity, than Sin againſt the Law, 

; 2, Between the Nature of each confi 
dered in themſelves: this is a great Sal. 
vation in compariſon of that. . And be- 
cauſe Sin doth always ariſe proportionate: 
to the means it _is committed. againſt, 


therefore vpon this Account ala Sin as. 


gainſt the Goſpel is greater than, Sin as, 
gainſt the Law. 

Whence this toping Argument of Crel. 
laws, which ( he faith ) doth penitae ever- 


rere 


(89) 
tere totally. overthrow ys,.: doth, neither, 
cxcluge- Jehovah the Son, from giving. the 

Law,. pr. yet. debaſe, him. v0. a. created 

Spirit ; and conſequently doth not-at all 

affect us... .. - 

In fine, we grant that Febough is Conan. 
times called an Angel, as he is {ſenc from 
the Fatherz but we deny, pay Ty an Angel, 
which 1 "1 way declared jp,he 8 a . Cote: 


bovsb : for. Exed. 17. 7.1 os the : 
Lord, the Word 1s It: 

1 peated Plel. 95. whence the he pre 
"3.7 8; 9. thus, the allies a 

pi When your Fathers t | 
" (according. go tae mearited, lication of 
-Y cheſe Scriptures ) the Hgly Ghoſt is this 


Jeboyah.. 

The Reſuls is, Jehovg ſi þ indeed bur 
one God,. but. yet is Kc Perſons; hs 
Father,..Son,..and of 
in the 


one God, which bog re 2 


( 96 ) 


-g Whenee his next Scriptute, which is 


#. 45. 5. Tam the Lord, mllodc by e 
Lek there us mo God "before we, is 
pred For here Jehovah excludes a 
Plurality of Gods, but not a Plurality of 
Perſons in the Godhead. 
Modan Mar his wy Wiſdom Rong 
nt } I0 

the Lord thy God, eld, and bym 

ſerve. Where becauſe [ the Lott 

is ſmgular, and that Js [ only} edrors! 
alf others,he thinks he hath found a proof 
that the Father only is God- 

Anſ. This proves indeed that there is 
bue one God,. which we all granr; but 
ic doch nor prove rhere is btit one Perſon 
in the Godhead; or that the Son-and the 
Holy Ghoſt are not God ; "which te un- 
dertakes. 

Bur becauſe Suppoſirions grant nothing, 
we will fuppoſe that chis Texr proves chat 
the Father only is God ; but then it muft 
be granted upon this Su ppofitign, thiar ic 
or alſo prove, or the im 0h. Ar A. 
to be worſhipped ; for bim F 

ſe#vr. Hur the "that the 
Sqri is God, atid yer worlkip a4s'well 


as 
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2s the Father. Whence it evidently fol- 
lows, that either their Religion muſt be 
ar Herefie, or themſelves Idolaters ; for 
if the Son be God, "they are Herericks in 
denying it: if he is not, they are Idaks- 
rers in worſhipping him. And certainly 
theſe Men are pur to = _ ſhife _ 
Seripture-Proofs, when all the Texrs th 

cite, dv either not affe us, or wound 


chernſelves. 
He'now proceeds to his fi gue og 
Loyboe vver 
ff 


nouns, thus ; No Inffance car 


of three ; 
Pte mie wore ke 
goler 4 wr po a 9% 


os Fes ko lager 

Anft To thi, that of rhe Lancet Bien 
of St Plus, Dr Shertock, x the maſt a 
polite, viz. There « no other Example 
Nature of three __— owe are or Fd 
ore. e this is ai mes. A 
ſerene" ro the GRIGs each 2 is none 
it} reſtrence to God,” Por he may | 
of himfif, or be oben Pl 
becznſt ho 
becanfe h Rakes A et at without a 
ungrammarical Solectm And' 


Y, 
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be doth ſpeak plurally, as Gen. 1. 26, Let 
ws make Man: whence we conclude a Plu- 
rality in the Godhead. But this cannot 
be a Pluralicy of Eſſences, or Natures,for 
then there would be a Plurality of Gods, 
which is concraty to Scripture, for this 
declares there is bit one ; bur a Plurality 
of Subſiſtences, which we call Perſons, 
united inthe ſame Nature. go Pluraliry 
other Scriptures, particularly 7/a!, 33.6; 
do determine to three, i > Lin the 
os 9nd che Ot and 1 Jobn 1, 7. the 

aber, the Wor and che Holy Gheſt : and 
this we call a Trinity, as the Church ever 
did from the Apo es time. 

But co this he faith, God doth bere ſpeak 
of bimſelf after the wnes; of Priney, , Þ..21. 
and therefore is but one Perſon, though 
he ſaith [Us ]; 


"nf. x. He could not ſpeak this after 
the. manner of Princes, for then there was . 


no Prince, nor, any. Man- in the World: 
ner can he prove any ſuch Cuſtom in.the 
Moſaic Age. Therefore this is, an ex- 

ing the firſt Writings in the World 


ffier che of later Ages, which we. 


cones Allow: 
2. In 


—— 


kw H vw _ «a Xx £3 & -«, © I-* 
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2. In time Princes ſpoke [_ of } but not 
[ro ]themſelves plurally, which yet God 
doth do, if this Gloſs be trne. Therefore 
this Expoſition, which he pretends is- af- 
ter the manner of Princes, is indeed with- 
= all Example. 

_ himſelf expounds this Text our 
wk al. 33. 6. By the word of the Lord 
an the Heavens wade, and all the Hoſt of 

bem by the breath of his Mouth ; char is by 
the Lord, wit.. the Father ; by the Word 
or Son, and by the Spirit. 'Now St Jobn 
c.I.I, 3. teaches that by the Word, viz. 
that Word which was God, that Wed, 
which v. 14. was made Fleſh, were all 
things made. Which direCts us to under- 
ſtand that [ Word) in this Pſalm, -not of 
the Command, but of the Ercrnal, or 
Subſtantial Word, or Son of God : to 
whom together with that Spirit, who 
Gen. 1. 1. moved upon the Waters, pre. 
paring that indigeſted Matter for its ſeve- 
ral forms, the Father faid, Let ws make 
Man. 

This was the Senſe of all Antiquity. 
Tuft. Mart. Dial. Iren. I. 4. c. 37. be ſpoke 
»o the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, per our, 
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in quibus omnes —— fetit, by, and in 
whom, he made aſl eng Fn” de Re- 
fur. carn. CT. 6. and adv. Prax. v. 7. Org. 
cone. Celſ. 1. 6. and the Con/titmrions 1. g. c.6; 
which pretend to give us nothing bu 
what is Apoſtolical. 

He proceeds to 2 Cor.1o. 2. Some, who 
think Jil! aray which he aith $, Pax 

of bamſeif only. 
Lats is nat probable that S. Pavl [poke 
of himſelf after the manner of Princes, 
when it is evident he Ieflened bimfelf in 
almoſt every thing but Sin and Sutterings. 

2. When a Prince ſpeaks plurally, we 
know he mult ſpeak of bimſeif, becauſe 
he is but one : but the Apoſtles were ma- 
ny, and under the ſame Cenſures ; there- 
fore when S. Paw! ſpeaks plurally [ Us] we 
have no neceſlity of underitanding it of 
tumſelf only, but bave reaſon to believe 
he ſpoke of himſelf and them together. 

3. Suppoſe that S. Paw! ſpoke plurally 
of himſelf, as Princes have done for many 
Ages, yet what Argument is there in &- 
ther of theſe to prove that the Father is to 
be underſtood thus in Gen, x, eſpecially 
when the Scriptures {© frequently _ 
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the Creatian to the Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
as well as to the Father? There is there- 
fore nathing manly, or cogent in this 
Quotation, By this time ( I think ) his fin- 
| rs Pronouns have done bim as lirtle 
ervice as his Scriptures. 

Conlfid. 5. and 22. Hed the Son or Holy 
Gho#t been God, this would nat have been 
omitted in the Apeſties Creed, which ( they 
ſay ) P- 23- was purpoſely drawn np to repre. 
ſent all the neceſſary Articles of Religion : but 
that the Divinity of each is omitted there 
be would: fain perſwade the World. 

This very Argument bad almoſt per- 
verted two of my Acquaintance ; the one 
a very ingenious Merchant in this City. [ 
ſhall therefore (according to their deze) 
give the fuller Anſwer ta «: andſhall prove 

x. That this. Creed under the Apoſtles 
name was. never. compoſed: by the Apo- 
ſtles ; and. 

2: Though ic doth not. expreſly aſſere 
the Divinity of the Son and of the. Holy 
Ghol,, yer ut ſufficiently reaches both, 

x.. This Creed was never. compoſed by. 
tha Apoſtles... Some with, more. Preſiun-. 
ption than Judgment think. Irena; and, 


Tertullian 
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Tertullies againſt. us. But if you conſult 
choſe famous Places, Iren. l. x. c. 2. & 19. 
Tertul. de Virg. Veland. c. 1. de Prof. Har. 
c. 2. and adv. Prax. c. 2. you Will find 
theſe Fathers differ ſo much from one an- 
other, and each from himſelf, both as to 
the Order and. Points of Faith they deli. 
ver; that they. evidently ſeem'"ro intend 
not any ſerled Form, but the Subſtance 
of Faith contain'd in the | Scriptures, 
whence themſelves might. draw the Arti- 
Cles they deliver. | 

benaw ſaith indeed, that his Rule of 
Truth, i. e. the Articles there writ, came 
from the Apoſtles; which ſome have 
thought ſufficient to prove it of Apoſtoli. 
cal Compoſure. Bur, 

t. Its coming from the Apoſtles is no 
Argument for them; for that might be 
from their Writings in the N. Teſt. as well 
as from this Creed, bad they compoſed ir. 

2. His calling it the Rule of Truth is a- 
gainſt them ; for it was not cuſtomary, 
ſo neither is it ſo proper to call a Creed 
the Rule of Fairh, as the Scriptures from 
whence all Creeds are taken, and by 
Which they muſt be proved. And 

z- There 
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3: 'There is not 'ſo-much agreement be- 
tween /the Articles in Iren. and this/Creed 
called the' Apoſtles; as between thoſe Arti- 


cles, 'and! ſome: of * choſe Creets,- which 


are welt known tobe'the different Creeds 
of different Churches: Therefore there is 
nothing in this Father, char can-prove che 
Socinian': Aﬀertion;-bur: ſomething, that 
may inclias to the: contrary. h 

Avfor Tertull:an the Caſe is more clear; 
for 'he' faith» de Praſu Her. c. 13. that his 
Rule of Faith, meaning the Arricles: there 
mentioned, were taught: by Chrift:: but 
Chriſt compoſed + no- Symbol : and adv. 
Prax. 6.2: his Rule taught the: Miſſion of 
che Holy Ghoſt :--but this Creed:reaches 
no ſuch thing. Therefore. from both he 
muſt intend the Scriptures, not «Creed ; 
or if any; 'yer however not this: 

Arius in. Epiphanins adv. Her.\4,.''to 2. 
Her. 69. wonld fain have juſtified his He- 
refie againſt the Divinity of the Son-from 
the Creed of Alexandria; which-differs (© 
muct»from this under-the Apoſtles name, 
that none can pretend they are;the ſame. 
Bue it muſt: be granted,; he wopld much 
rathep have appealed to this; had It then 

H - been 


Authority than: one Compoſed; by . any 
particular Church whatever. | Therefore 
his Appeal to that,-but not to. this, is t6 
me a Demonſtration rhat chis Creed was 
then not--knowhn, br elſe not believed ci- 
ther -ro be theirs, br to import any ſuch 


. . 
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Ie could not comefrom the Apoſtles, 
leaſt as we now have it, which oughe ve- 
ry much to rake: down Mens Preſumpti. 
ons'of its Antiquity, atd muſt rotally ru 
ine-that of Heyles, aud Aſhnew ib his Fades 

; who will have it co betinake- 
rable, and therefore ro come from them 
in all Points as t now is. ' For, 

1. Though « 'is brought from che 
Pſalms into the Aﬀr' of: the Apoſties, and 
in each place is rendered Hell; ard tho 
Irenetns ard Tertullian both fpeak of Chriſts 
going Where the Souls of che dead are; 
yer rhe firict Phraſe | He deſcended ine0 
Hell 7] is not in any of the antient Creeds 

Of 
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or Fathers ; nor yet in the Articles =_ 
tioned by Feneus and Tertwullien , 
whom they pretend to take this Greed i it 
ſelf. - The firſt time we find jt is in the I» 
t and Trel, bur' this appeared not 
till the fourth Century ; nor could ic be 
wrote till the Arian Herefie. For ad 
neſ. Vaſ. ede. p. r47. he ſairh, Chriſt is che 
Word of Gol s *qurrde, "oy! ide, not fe 
ken, bat ſubamiesl.. For though the 
tion is agretable. both co Scripture and 
the moſt antient Fathers; yet the diftin- 
tion in theſe very Words was not known 
till Arias Evaſions made ir neceſſary for 
the Rcuring the ſenſe both of Scripture 
and Antiquity. 

2.-The Word [ Catholick }] which this 
Creed uſes, was not in uſe among Eccle- 
fiaſtical Writers in the firſt Ages. For Ig- 
vet. Epiſt ad Epheſ, expreſſes the thing by 
a Circumlocution, as the Church 7 
mers to the ends of rhe Earth. and ren. 
{. 1.6.2. the Church wY lanes + oixuwirns 
los. medrir + yas all the World over. 


' We find the Word it ſelf firſt in Clem. Alex. 


Stow d. 7. but it is not in any of the Ea- 
ſtern Creeds, till chat of Fernſalem. S. Cy. 
2 | prian 
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prices ikewiſe hath the Word ; but it is in 
none of the Latin Creeds;: till the fourth 


__ Epiſtles of Fames, Peter, Fobn and 
Fade, muſt cherefore be intituled Caths. 
ck, not by the Pen-men; but by 'bme 
larer hand. The firſt time 1 obſerve them 
cited under this Title, is by Cyril of Ferw- 
ſalew,who Catech. 6. wrote! ſeventy 'years 
afrer Manes, who  broach'd his' Herefie 
under Probus the Emperor about the yeat 
277. 

How then to bring Heylen our of the 
Wood, who places the Apoſtles witheve- 
ry one an Article of this Creed-in*his 
mouth as a Frontiſpiece to his Book up- 
on this Subject, aſcribing the Deſcent in- 
to Hell to S. Themas, and the [ Catholick) 
Church to S. Fames, 1 know not. Or 
whence S. Auſt ſhould have that Story 
of the Apoſtles bringing every one his 
Article to the compoſing it, when the 
four Ages before him: knew nothing of 
the matter: or why any ſhould quote 
that Traft under his name as his'own, 
Which all learned Men ( unleſs ſome Ro- 
miſh Writers) do now reject as ſpurious, 
I can as little imagine. To 


( 10x } 

To conclude this Argument ; Had the 
Apoſtles compoſed this Creed, it would 
have been found firſt in the Hebrew or 


| Greek: Tongues, 'in Which they wrote > it 


would have been part of the Sacred Scrr- 
ptures, or at leaſt have been mentioned 
in the Hiſtory of the ACts, and have been 
known to: all the Churches founded by 
the Apoſtles, it being pretended to be 
wrote -before thetr Diſperſion fron Ferw- 
4/em. But on the contrary we fand w not 
till the fourth Century, and then known 
only to the Latin Chucch, which drd ob- 
trade it on the World under the Name of 
the Apoſtles ; witneſs Prevatizs, Fex- arden- 
tins, Baronins, the Paris Doctors m ther 
Cenſures of Eraſmus, and others, who 
take up the Cudgels from their old 
Leo in the fifth Age, as he did from Rau6- 
ms, and Ruffinus from the- ſpurious Cle- 
mens in his Epiſtle to $. James; which was 
ever rejetted by all conſidering Men, 
becauſe i appeared not wu the Apoſte- 
lick Ages; and alſo mentions the. death 
of St. Peter, who: out-lived this Zemes, to 
whom it is directed. 
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From Rome the Reformed Churches 
received this DoQrine, and thar Rubeick 
of ours which calls it the Apoſtles Creed, "is 
taken out of the Roman Breviary ; Which 
our Reformers ( not fore-feeing the ad- 
vantages the Socinians make of it ) 
thought of no ſuch moment as to call for 
an Alteration. Burt when our Church 
compoſed the Articles of our Religion, 
ſhe expreſſes her ſelf thus, Article 8: that 
which is commonly called the Apoſtles Creed : 
which doth not only not affirm” that 
1s theirs, but ſuggeſts that it is net. 

Du Pm, who is more judicious and ims 
partial than his Predecefſors, grants that 
It is the Apoſtles as to the Dottrme it 
contains, but denies it to be of their com. 
poſure; for he faith they wovoient poymt 
comopse de formule de foy, compriſe en un cer. 
ram nombre de mots, have not compoſed a 
Formuls of Faith compriſed in a Certain 
number of Words : he adds, Ireneus and 
Teriullien did not intend rg de i 
mais la foy meme, a Creed, or form 
Faith, bur the Faith ic ſelf. This: is the 
Judgment of Voſſins, Eraſmus, our Perkins, 
and others : however ſome Men, who 

make 
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make. a great noiſs: about Antiquity, are 
pleaſed ro: take up-an Error from others, 
inſtead of underſtanding the Authors they 
quote. 

Had it; not been'for theſe Socinian Im. 

diſcovered in this Letrey, and 

in the fifth to the Publiſher, as well as in 
ether of their Writings both at home and 
abroad; 1-bad reſted ip that of Calvin 
Isſtir. 1. 2-£. 16. Ser. 18. Apoſtolic nws- 
eupo, de Authors itterim  nuininn? ſalicitws : 
| call it the- Apoſtles, bue in the mean 
time trouble not my. head about the Au- 
thor. | : | 

But' after. all vhis, What ground. hath 
this Letter: far his Confidence ?- It-Girh, 
pag. 23, this Creed is recized by $. Cyril, 
S. Cyprian, and Secrates. in his Hiſt. ib, x, 
c. 26. Quotations, that are true Sogini- 
an ; for they. are falſe, but if erage; are 
yet /inſufficiene. far. their end, Far did 
theſe Authors recite this _ how 
dotht' this prove the Apoſtolical 
ſure of it ? But Cyril of Feruſalew explains 
2 Creed peculiar ta-chat-Church, which 
differs nothing macerial fiprm than of: Nice 
and Coſt antenople, except the Conſib 

| H 4 iality 
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tiality//-The Eriglifts Reader "may #Hind- ic 
at the end of the 'Life-of this Fathet Writ. 
ten By *Dr. Cave, *$.Nyprian bath it-noc 
unleſs ke means a Piece bound up-wirh 
hifn in the Oxford Edition, whicls is afcri- 
bed- by: ome to S.; , by- ethers to; 
Ruffmus. Which (if) muft betray' ei- 
thef his Ignorance -or Sophiſtry. © Socrates 
indeed hath a'Creed-in the place quored, 
but hethere tells ns, it was compoled by 
Arius and Exuzom ;"and- begins thus, [lor 
buey &is iva, Oehv, wihigat my]oxggnes | 'u6 8is 
Kuecor 'Ingiy oecondy # ov” ans # ae mer wy oh 
aiovey loner O83y Abgov, Si & T4 adm 
6jedhs. We believe tn one God the Father Al- 

ighty, and m the Lord Feſus Chriſt bis 

Son, who was made of bim all Ages, 

God vhe- Word, by whom ohingy" were 
made. 

This, he faith, - is the Apoſtles Creed, 
which he ſo earneſtly contendstor; where 
obſerve, 

x7 What truſt we may repaſos Soci- 
niant Quotartions.; for: if-hs is: {6 falſe 
where he makes #/ particular Reference; 
what muſt the Reader-expectt' where ihe 

oy: "names an Author ?-+ This m_ 
w 
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will'prove what there affert againſt the 
whole Parry of*em, That throughout this 
Lereor, there 'isinot one Quotation in ſe 
ven; but what is eicher. falſe, or not Tor 
his  Purpofe. If they will have-this an 
Argument of their Learning, 'they may ; 
bur bam ture it is no proof of their Ha- 
neſty, | 

2: The Socinian denies that our Saviour 
did exiſt before bis Incarnation + bue this: 
Creed faith, That: be was before” all Ages, 
and:made all things. | demand: theretare 
of our Socinians, that they-+ profeſs this 
Faiths, or: acknowledge themſelves the 
Perverters:of Truth, and '[Debauchers of 
Antiquity. /. And - indeed ( like the: Hare 


pies ) they rarely: ſettle upon' any - place, 


buc they ſo pollute-ir, that! it»-wants a la- 
borious' Pen to cleanſe, and-reſtore itew 
t-ſelf- He hath chen Preſumption only, 
but ro colour of Proof, that the Apoſtles 
compoſed this Creed. We therefore prw- 

ceed tothe next part of our Argument. 
iz. Though:this Creed, called the Apo- 
files; Joth not expreſly aflere the Divinay 
of rhe&-Son-and; Holy Ghoſt, yet it ſuflica- 
ently teaches both. - For, 
| i.& 
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x. Ir doth ftile the Son bis { only] Son 4 
which Wards indeed in theraſelves impart 
only this, That he is a Son in ſuch fort as, 
none elſe is, which the Socinian would/ 
perſwade- reſpefts not his Divinity, bue' 
his being born of a Virgin: but take them 
rogether with the Seriptures , whence 
they are themſelves taken, and by which 
they muſt be explained, and then it will 
ſufficiently appear that his only Son is a 
Son by Nature. Whence S. Aufm in 
Symb. |. x. ©. 2. Iuando Unicum audis 


2 on, apmoſce Deum, the only Son of 
is God. This ſome other Parts of 
our Diſpute will evince fo far as the Ler- 
ter hath led ns to this Argument. Bur, 

. 2. As to the Holy Ghoſt, he thinks no- 
thing can be here pretended ro Un 
kim a Divine Perſon, excepting only the 
Phraſe of believing with the Prepofition 
[ in] which is ſet alſo before the Church, 
and therefore can aſcribe a Divinity to 
the one no more than to the other. 

But his Thoughts are very ſhort, and 
dull. For though this hath been a com- 
mon Error, which ſome at this day will 
hardly be drawn from; yet we declare 
that 
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that we neicher do, nor need for the eſta» 
bliſhing this Doftrine, hold any ſuch force 
in this Phraſe. See Dr. Hammod's Pra- 
Hical ' Catechiſm, lib. 5. Dr. Perſon, and 
Heylen upon this Article, who abſolutely 
deny it; becauſe not this Creed only, bur 
all Anriquity apply it to Men, and fo do 
the Sacred Scriptures. They inftance in 
Exod. 14. 31. The Pecple believed | mn) the 
Lord and | in Moſes ; and 2 Sam. 27. 20, 
Achiſh believed | in | David. To which we 
add that of our Blefſed Saviour Fi 5-45- 
Moſes #is 3» mad/vre, in whom ye believe, or 
truſt, as we tranſlare it. 

They, with Auſculus, and others, im- 
pute the Notion to S. Auf and Ferom, 
whoſe Tranſlation firſt omitted the Pre- 
poſition in theſe Texts of the Old Tefta- 
ment, which other Tranſlations follow. 

A little before theſe Fathers Greg. Naz. 
acknowledges the Prepoſition in the Tran- 
ſlarions of his time, but yet faith this Phraſe 
ought to be applicd to none butthe Lord; 
for the People did believe in Moſes not as 
Moſes, but as a Type of the Lord, and 
conſequently this did not terminate in Me- 
ſes, but did refer ultimately to the Lord. 
But 


( x08 ) 
Bur he did not conſider that Achifh belie- 
ved in David, but he could not believe in 
David as a Type? vf the Lord, when he 
knew neither the Lord, nor that David 
was any Type at all. Hence Aſhwel took 
his Notion of the Peoples believing in Ado- 
ſes as ſubordinate to the Lord ; but there 
could be no ſuch ſubordinate Faith in this 
Heathen Prince, who yet believed im Da- 
uid. This was therefore an Error growing 
and ſerling it ſelf in the Church ſometime 
before Jerom and Auſtin; but however it 
was theſe two that fixed the Point, and 
by that Omiſſion in that Tranſlation, as 
well as otherwiſe occaſioned others to ert 
wuh them. 

But you will ſay then, where, or how 
doth this Creed teach the Divinity of the 
Holy Ghoſt ? 1 anſwer that the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſt are put into this Creed as 
equally Objects of Faith and Worſhip with 
the Father ; and this is the very thing that 
declares the Divinity of both. Nor is this 
from Men, but from God; for it was ſo 
done upon the ſpecial Precept of our blef- 
ſed Saviour in the form of Baptiſm, which 
is the Original of all Creeds, 
| con- 
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I confeſs the Fathers uſe this Phrafe in 
their -Diſputes for a Trinity. So Greg. Ny}. 
10.2, cont. Eunom. 1. x. if the Holy Ghoſt 
be not God, Ti meduav ts 7d aribua mn 
£20. Why do Men believe the H. Ghoſt 2 
But obſerve, he doth not here Diſpute 
from the ſole force of that Phraſe of belie. 
ving im, but from: our beheving in the 
Holy Ghoſt as well as in the Father, which 
makes the Bleſſed Spirit equally wirh the 
Father a ſharer in our Faith, and Adora- 
tion.” In this ſenſe is Hils. Pitt. Epift. de 
Trim: 1,9. who teaches that we cannot 
believe in the Father without the Son ; 
whence he conclndes they mult (be the 
ſame in Nature: But this Concluſion is 
drawn not from the Form of the Expref.- 
ſon that we belzeve im, but from the Mat- 
cer expreſſed, that rhey-are-both equally 
the Objects of our Faith. 

And indeed there is no ſuch Extrava- 
gancein the World as to teach» that we 
beheve'inGod, in a Creature,and a fimple 
Power ; that he, who will not give his 
Glory'to another; ſhould ſet a meer Crea- 
trezcand a naked Power, or Inſpiration, 
which i'no Perſon; equal with hunſelf in 
the Faith and Adoration of his People. 
| $0 
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$o falſly doth this 
chis Creed, that the Apoſtles di 
as the Socinians believe; when 
the Apoſtles compoſe ir, nor 


way fervicable to ao 
4 8 
$ECT/, 


Now, as if he had proved his Point, 
whes he had proved nothing, ' but 
what we may ſafely grant him , he 
concludes p. 2.4. parag. 6: Theirs, 
viz. the Socinians, ts an Accountable 
and a Reaſonable Faith. 


nſw. Faith juſt as Reaſonable as this 
Inference: For as this is drawn 

from no due Premiſcs, fo that ſtands foun- 
ded on neither Scripture, nor good Ar- 
gument. A reaſonable Faith indeed, which 
makes a Finite God, and an Infinite Crea- 
ture ! Which denies the Son to be God, 
and yet doth Worſhip him ! A reaſonable 
Faith, which cannot ſupport itſelf withour 
expunging ſome Texts out of the Sacred 
Canon, without tranſpoſing the parts of 
others contrary to the Ancient y _ 
uthen- 
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Diſciples. And de Feſu Chyiſ, Solve. pe- 
r8g-3. 6.6, to, 2, he vents himſelf chus, if 
I find ſuch things, wow /emel,. /ed [ape — 
not 6nce, but often in the Scriptures, wow 
id circo tamen ita rem prorſus ſe crede- 
rem: | will not for all that belive it. And 
if this be an accountable and & reaſonable 
Fairh, which is founded not. on the Scrip- 
rures, but on the Wills of Men, then all 
Hereſies muſt be accountable, and rea» 
ſanable too. - But cn che contrary, this 
maſt be a moſt unaccourtable, and a moſt 
unreaſonable, nay a blaſphemous , and 
moſt dangerous Faich, which makes the 
Writings of Scam , as Mabowet did his 
Alcoran, the Peoples Bible, and their Rule 

of Faith ! 
But that of the Trewrarions (he faith) is 
abſurd, 


4 
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abſurd, #rid contrary beth to Reaſon, atir 
- Hi thenfere # u not only: falſe, but” tus 
poſſible. His Reaſon is, that we react there 
are Three Almighty, and hn: Wiſe oh 6. 
iand yet but be God. ; 
" Anſw. Nie Scriprotesiavinee reach ek 
thing abſurd or impoſſible; but the Scrips 
rures doteaeh there arethret,whoarebur 
one God; therefore this Deftrine of ours 
is net abſurd =nd impoſſible. * Now that 
there are three, who are biit one God;is 
evident as from other Places, fo likewiſe 
from 1 foby 57,8. There gut three tharthedy 
record in Heaven, the Father; the Word, and 
the Holy Ghoſt ; and thoſr1bree are one. \ndl 
there he thre that bear Witneſs ts Earth, -4be 
baby the Water, and the Bloud ; and theje 
yee i one. Which Texts I wilt {6 
clear from all cheir Cavils, that they ſhafl | 
ſufficiently vindicate our - Doftrine from | 
being abſbrd and impoſlible. | 
' - Ewjedimus, and the reſt, would exptinge 
the laſt Clan(e in the 7h Verſe, theſe; three 
ave one. ' "Becauſe 
x. Sore Fathers, who wrote proſeſſed- 
ly on - the 'Trinity, have it not : Whence 
he makes them to be added by ſome Ene- 
my of the Arians. 


Anſwer. 
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Rr x. Se. Cyprian in th- middl- of the 
fore Aris, hath this FER intire 
de Unit Bee 71 and $. Zerom (oon after 
Arius cenſures, the Oanifſon of ghis 
Glaafe...,Now that, of : Eniedinns is ime 
panes for theſs Wards could not be 
added by fone Enemy of the Arians, 1 
therime vf Sc, Cyprien,.. Who-flouti 
almoſt an Age! betars Aizs himſelf w 
Bur the earcleſ 6 or. delignced ik 
= = is nec claryy! truc a> bY 
wanted them, a4 r $c 
in'the.34 Age had, 'em,.. Nor Yn WC 
find many chat. EY with Sc." Ze- 
rome for cenſuring ylus Omiſhon, axF 
ſome would certain I have done, had 
he vor $44 a ground; for this Cenſure; 
which- is an Ar poor St. Cyprian 
himſelf had this at '; Was 
not afterwards foylte F- by ome oder 
hand; 7. | 

2 They plead; that P.7. is. not in 
the'Syrigc,nor Arebick,whence ſome re- 
jeS.rhe whole,  .. 

Anſ, We grant-it ; but Y.8,is in 
both; which islinked to Y. 7. by. a 
jundion Copulative [and}; befide which, 
the Senſe, Copranee and Dependoges of 
[4 


_,, Gly) 
theſe with, and' upon otic endtherg ſpeak 


this imperfe& without that, - Whence. 


Bezs (whom Letter 4; © p. x52 quotes 


on his fide) ſaith whom 2» tbe expunged; 


Grrexeined together, and then 
be reteining borh, And' indeed this 


Clear that fitice” the Sitirians: 
ive F. 8, they: muſt receive F. 7. two, 


or renounce their own treaſon. - 


We proceed 'to'confirm the whole 


Verſe to be authentick, 
rt. Theſc words'[1 end my Father are 
ons] arc allowed on all hands obe Se. 
nb, therefore theſe Words :[1heſe 
ee are One) from the Likeneſs bots 
of 'Stiſe and Matter, ſeern to be his too; 
For ſuch a Likeneſs berween Text and 


Tem, & rgp0d bl wh of accords 
ng tothe trek )-to prove 
whe: each have tie - hrrerals av it is 


between that Coll = his Fpillle: But 
all Ecarned Men allow of this Argument, 
therefore the Secinianmuſt allow of that; 
ar difter from the World of the: Learns 
ed, 'as they do already from the World 
of Chriſtians ©— 

-* 2:Our Learned Biſhop of Solubui >Dr. 
Burner, in his Letter from Zuric, ene 


os no 3 I SIR a_w_w—_— 
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that amor Ten Copici he had ſeen 32 
Nite es Connite had ſj a £. 


_ Epi or Picface hich 
dens the Omni 'while Sh 


wanced we. b.T among T\ gTenCo, 
ONE ONLY Was 
lr vcig Mc FT oy br, oh oe: 


that watfied, are condemned trot 


at Epiſtle, ot pt but b 
S who added tha Bpiſt © or bake wo 
thoſe Copies. yy : 

3: Sippoſitions grapt 1 nothing ch 
fore {ſuppoſe we, this T ext it fel} is 
not authentick; yet the Marter df-it is 
taught by all thole Seriptures,';w 
tert the Divinity of the Father,che; 
| = the Holy Ghoſt,” and che E 

but one God ; for they, taker 
ther"do aſſert that, theſe Three are 


that s, One God, or Ong in Narur E 
fote was'the Socirtan Ma Man of pL 

pt be ares, » ih, could nor chink? 
expunging this Text gue-of the 

Cath of lo much-monjent, *'whet 


giaken touru OE 
is Sow + noy 


[4-5 - 
"yhich reaſons they betakt thefn! 


Fa 
ho they farther plead, If 1 this "Tap \ 
be <L-orgpoy yet it cannot intend one in 
but One in Teſtimony, becauſe each 
verſe =o abs of edch theee as Witndſes. © © 
UT True, cach intend Teſtiniony: 
a} Beza- Calving Eraſmus and others 
(FE, zBut this doth.not prove that v7; 
intends no more ; nor do theſe Au- 
bars Exclude an _ Unity of Nature. 
Bur the yariation_ of the Phraſe im- 
5 a reſtri&ion- of the matter. For 
Fr TIY the Father, rhe Word, aud the 
fob. Shel: are One ;- pp - equally 
WI ro Nature, a Teſtimony : 
eB lai, he Sj pak Water, and 
Blud. agree in One : Which isappli- 
table not to Natore, bur to Ten, 
ablenee where T Fimooy is mehti- 
oned, or cried intended ; therefore 
we underſtand. the former of One in 
Nature, and dony | both ; elſe we 
donot take; the;/Phraſe in its full Tari- 
rude, nor make it comport with choſe 
other- Texts, .which declate the Di- 
vine Nature of: Father, Son, arid Ho- q 
ly Ghoſt : Aud'yet chartheſe three oe 
ut 


8:2 


bar One Truey and: Almighty Gdds 
becauferthar Natures numer one 
in which theyall &:. Bur-we un” 


derſtand rhe larter of Teſtimony-only» 
becaufe the (ear mmetes. no. More» 
nor do any other Scriptures declare that 
the Spirit, the Warer, and the Blood» 
do _— = mo as = other nr 

urthey in us Expou b 
V. 7. of Nature, detblofe the lefion of theſe 
Texts, which ſprak of 1 eftimony, 

Anſ The Expounding ic of Nature 
only, excluſive of Icttunony, would 
have gave ſome colour of Reaſon to his 
ObjeQtion : But we Expound it both of 
Nature, and Teftimony roo; which 
-— _eY dorh nor loſe, bur ſecure the 
defign of this Texr. For ſince the 
are: One in Nature, and that Nature 
Diviaz, they muſt be One in Teſtimo- 
ny, and that Teftimony nauſt be in- 
fallible roo; becauſe three Divine Per- 
fons. who are one in Nature ;'can nei- 
ther agree in a falſe Icltimony, nor 
diſagree in that Teſtimony they give. 

Can we nowthink that thisDedtrine, 
which teaches there are Three, . who are 
'bat one God, 7% , and 3m le; 


3 — when 
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wheh its ſo evidently founded or this} |, 
andother concurring.Texts, which-ar& 
the Word of T ruth ;; and which theres 
fore-can-:tcach nothing which - is falſe 
and:iimpoſſble ? '1f-any thing we tcachi 
ſeems: ablurd , and contradictory; or 
falſc and impoffible” ( as the r 
words:it) it 15 not from the Doftrine 
it ſelf,-but from the Setimans Miſrepre- 
ſentation of it. For, 

I. They fay we teach that there are 
but One 5 hereby ſuggeſting to others, 
and argning themſelves, as if we mean 
in One reſpett only , which is indeed im- 
poſſible. W hercas we reach, that Three 
10 one reip:&t are bat One in anotier 
which according totheir ownD-ftrine) 
takes away the l:npoſhibility. For the 
Socantan himſelf grants us, upon theſe 
Wards, 1 and my' Father are One. 'that 
Two in one reſpetk may be bur One-1n 
another: And if : Two may be One, why 
not Three? Since the difficulty lies not 
berweerr Two and One, but be:ween a 
Plurality whether they be To, or Three, 
and 'an Unity. TI hey allow the Thing, 
it is only-the Mudus, 'or Manner, how 
Two, or Three, can be but One, in which 
wc 
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we - differ. Therefore ſince we (o far 


agree, they ought to. ſert-forth how we 
hold Three to be but One, together wi 
our Reaſons for this Doftrine ; which 
would lead even a prejudiced Reader to 
ſome deliberation: and not by a partial 
and Sophiſtical Repreſentation, make 
our Dodrine ſeem prima facie, ablurd 
and impoſſible, to the end they may 
huff off all conſideration of it, 

Indeed their manner of Union is com= 
mon among Men ; bur if ours is plain- 
ly tounded on Diving Reyeonionsf pe wa 
maintain 1t 1s, the ſingularity of the thing. 
15 not able to deſtroy the Thing i ſelf; 
and therefore ought on Joltice to be fo 
propoſed, as to leave Men to examine 
and conſider it ; and not to be rejeGed, 
withour either, 

2. They ſay, Let. p. 159. we teach. 
there are Three Perſons, who are ſeverally,, 
and each of them the true, and moſt bagh 
God z and yet there zs but One true, and. 
moi high God. _ 

Anſ. We teach, there are Three Di-, 


wine Perſons, -who together are the true and_ - 
moſt -bigh God- They are every one |a, 


«+444 


Diyiae. Perſon, or God; as they have. 
I 4 every 


TP” 4 
; — 


o 


me 
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one a Divine Nature ; but | they 

are rogerher the true and moſt  hig 
; as that Divine Nature is bur One, 
tho common to all Three. T he Diſtin - 
on ariſt's f om the diſtin& manner of 
ubliſtence ; but the Unity trom the 
Same. ſs of Eſſence. This (peaks Three 
that are God, bur not'Three Gods, becauſe 
thefe are all within the Godheadzas ha- 
ving but one and the ſame Subſtance 
Ha; conſequently can be bur One God. 
3.. T h:ir Objeftions -rile trom the 
want of Parallel Inſtances in Nature ; 
whence they ſpeak it abſurd and im» 
le : but the Abſurdity lies on their 
ide, who meaſuie Sypernatural things by 
Natural , and will believe nothing of 
God but what they ſee in the Creature; 
as it at Jnfnite Nature muſt be in all 
invs commenſurable to the Nature 

£2d Thoughts ot wh-t is Finite. 

. T hey declare ir abſurd and impoſs 
flble,becauſe ve cannot demonſtrate the 
manner f it, how Three can be but One; 
when th. ching being matter of pure Re- 
- wflatiin ve had known nothing of it, 
untels ic had b en Revealcd and ehcre- 
fore now can know no. inore, thair-is. 
re- 
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revealed, Now iis revealcd that the 
Father is Goa, the Sou is God, and the 
Holy Ghoſt is God; and- yet theſe are nat 
Three Gods, but One God. Burt how this 
is, Revelation doth not tell us. T here- 
fore we are not abſurd, whoteach what 
the Scriptures reach; but they are ab- 
ſurd in demanding more. 

The Church indeed uſes the diſtin- 
ion of Perſonal and: Efemaal ; that they 
are Three Perſonally, and but One Efſen- 
wall; that is, they are Three Perſons,and 
but One God. Not that theſe Terms are 
fully, and fo clearly expreſſive of this 
Myſtery, as t.> remove all Cavils and 
Difficultics; but that ſhe may (the beſt 
ſh» can) expreG. h r own Senie, the 
Senſe of Antiquity, and the import of 
thoſe Scriptures th.c reſpe a T rigiry. 
Let them give us more/proper. and fig- 
nificant T erms, and we will uſe them ; 
but let them not rejett a Divine Truth 
for the ſake of thoſe Terms which Hes 
relie hath torced us to make ule of. 

5- I his method of theirs implics 
a whole train of: Abſurdities, for we 
are to rrove, Firſt, | That] a thing 
is; at:d-then{ how} it is: It ws prove 

rene 
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he former, that mult be granted, be- 
cauſe proved ; though we ſhould ne- 
ver be able to prove the Latter. Bur 
they (contrary to all the Rules of 
Art, and method}) require us to 
ove Chow) it is; in order to their 
icving [that] itis: And do reje& 
that part, which is proved, only be- 
cauſe rhe other isnort. According to 
this method they muſt deny a thou- 
ſand things , which they ſee, which 
all Mankind will ſay is abſurd with a 
witneſs, 
They ſay p. 158, that Interpretation 
Scripture can never be true, that holds 
th ether a Doftrine, or a Conſequence, 


= is abſurd , conradidtory , or Impoſſt- 


Anſ. We readily grant ir, and ſuch 
is that of the Anthropomorphites 
mentioned in the next Page, For 
5a Spitit, bur not a Body : Becauſe 
body is compounded of parts, is ſub- 
et ro Diſſolution, and cannot be in 
all places ar once; therefore thoſe 
Scriptures, which aſcribe humane parts 
to God, cannot be true in a literal 


ſcaſe ; but only in an improper-one. 
: And 


( 223). 
And when theſe Men .have proved 
fuch an abſurdiry, contradiction , ot 
impoſhbility in the Dofrine of a I ri- 
nity, we will difpute no more. 

hey may indeed prove that three 
Men cannot be one ; or one Man three ; 
bur as the Learned Biſhop of Worceſter, 
Dr. Stilling fleet, obſerves, they;can nc- 
ver prove that an infinite Nature can» 
not communicate it ſelfto three diffe- 
rent Subliſtences, without ſuch a divi» 
ſion as is among created Beings : Be- 
cauſe a Finite capacity can never com- 
prehend the Powers, and Operations 
of an infinite Nature. So abſurd are 
theſe Men as to decry revealed Truths 
for abſurd, and impoſſible, only be- 
cauſe they cannot underſtand them. 
Should they do the like in natural 
things, they would quickly become 
the contempt of Mankind. 

We arc not aſhamed to own a My- 
ſtery in the Divine Nature, when we 
find little but Myſtery in common Na- 
ture her ſelf. Nor can we think it 
unreaſonable that God ſhou!d com- 
mand us to bclieve that a thing is; 
tough he hath not told us how 1t is; 
any 
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any more than ir is unreaſonable that 
Nature ſhould oblige os to aſſent, where 
the moſt refined reaſon can find no 
place of Entrance. God hath revea» 
led fo much as is fir for us to know ; 
and ignorance is neither a Sin, nor a - 
Reproach, where he hath not inſtru- 
cd us. 

Bur we muſt declare it not abſurd 
only, bur blaſphemous roo, ro deny 
what God hath told us, only becauſe 
ke ha:h not told us more ; or not baf- 
fied our Cavils by a demonſtration , as 
i, they dare not belicye him any far- 
ther than they can fee. A right Nico» 
dens eernaper, which ſtumbles at Di- 
vine ; I ruths only with an —iow can 
theſe things be ? 


$A. 6. 


From their Reaſonable Faith he 
proczeds to complement irs profefiors 
for Learned, and Reaſonable Men : Which 
(he laith | zs thetr Charatter among their 
worſt Adoerſartes, 


Anſ. 


way will caſt — to any, that 
ce Bw an Author ; their 
Argutnenits being fallacious, and their 
Quotations falſe-. But 4s for this Epi- 
ftler (poor Man) though we c:mmet 
admire 'his Talents, yer we muſt d& 
clate' he - miſimploys "that little ' he 
hath. This will abandantly appear'as 
from what he hath done, fo likewife 
from * tis Hiftoty* of the Sorinians , 
which we now procced ro. T5 

For p. 25. thus, thoſe, whou: we call 
Socinians, were by the Fathers, and firft 
Ages of Chriftionity , called Nazatens, 
by which name St. Paul zs accuſed before 
Felix, As 29. 5. 

Anſ.” A Chriſtian ſignifies a Diſciple 
of Chriſt ; and Nazarer in this place a 
Diſciple of Jeſus of Nazareth : And did 
then denote nor a Parry, but the whole 
Body of Chriſtians : So Epiphanins aty. 
Her, t 1- to 2. Her: 29 nxvre; i Tex 
ALY, Natogiot mort wKaAsvro, all Ch i 
ſtians were then called Nazarens ; aol 
aac 
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that by way of contempt from the 
- hg they afterwards were Galileans 
by the Apolſtate. | 

They are indeed branded for a Set 
in the place quotcd, but not as a par- 
ty broke off from the body of Chriſti- 
ans, bur as the Church of Chriſt now 
ſeparated from - the Zews. I beſeech 
you then what peculiar honour, and 
adyantage can. the Socintans claim to 
themſelves from hence, was the thing 
they plead true, when, as Chriſtians, 
they —_ this honour , but in, com- 
mon with others; and, as Sorinians, 
can pretend to but one of the ſmalleſt 
ſhares of ic? 

The {ame Father,c, 7. tells us of aSc& 
of Nazarens, even before the Incarnati- 
on, tho indeed Petavius rejets the Ac- 
count ; nor can I ſee any ſufficient 
grounds for it; but however I mention 
it topleaſure our Secinians, who are (cek- 
ing a Pedigree. Therefore take it thus, 
ſome of thele (he ſaith) profeſſed Chriſt, 
but denicd his Divinity; in other things 
they were Jews till : for they obſerved 
Circumciſion, the Sabbath, and other 
Ceremonics ; and therefore ſtood vi 
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both from Jews and Chriſtians Whence 
Ferom- Epif, ad Aug»gives this Charatter 
of *em; viz. they are. called Mineans, oc 
Nazarens ; ſed dum Volunt & Judei efſey 
& Cbriſtiani; nec Judei ſunt, nec Chrifti- 
ani, While they would paſs both for Ny 
and Chriſtians, they are neither. Aundif 
theſe Men will claim from hence, you 
have in, them this CharaQter of a Socinie 
an, That he ' one who i neither Jew nor 
_Chriflian: Hence | ſuppoſe this Epiltler 
is none of the Reaſonablg, or Learned a- 
mong thera, fince he bath mentioned this 
cicher to no purpoſc, or to his own difad- 
Vantage, 
He there ſaith, they were alſo called 
Ebionites, | 
Anfſ. Theſe were of two ſorts, Enſeb. 
Hi, 1, 3-c. 27. the one held, that Chriſt 
was born of Joſeph and Mary; the other 
of the Holy Ghof, and the Virgin. - Bar 
both obſerved Jewiſh Rites, and rc jetted 
St, Pau?s Epiltles, calling him an 4po- 
ſtate. They received no Golpel bur Sr. 
Matthew,and that mutilated roo: Epiphan. 
adv. Her. |, 1.to 2. Her. 29. whichPe- 
tavins obſerves was depraved by ther; 
and was the ſame wich the Goſpel to 0 
bo 


Hebrews, which was uſcd by none but 
Hereticks. O-ig. cont.” Celf. 4. 5:" ſaith, 
they reach the Law; and rej: the Epi- 
files of St. Paw. And Optat, Miley: I, 4. 
they hell it was not the Sor, bur the Rg- 
ther that ſuffered. pEeh 
-They were thefe "Men who troubled 
the 4poftles, and drew their - Diſciples 
back ty Moſaic Rites, vnder Menander, 
Cerinthus, and others, whoſe Hereſy was 
ſu>Ranrially the ſame for divers Ages. 
Whence Sc, Paul brands them for Falſe 
Brethren,Gal.2.4.cl{ewhere for corrupters 
of the Word ;, and ſuch as lie in wait to 
deceive, | his was the Reaſonthey reje- 
Qed his Epiſtles, becauſe he (o conſtantly 
cenſur's them. And Elon himſelf was 
brand<d by all Antiquity for one of the 
Groftic Hzreticks, Terta/, de Pref. Her: 
C.-3%. 
et our S1cinian Author makes him- 
ſelf, and Party, the {arc with theſe! No 
marcer what poyſon men ſuck in. ſo they 
deny the Dipimty of Chriſt! - This- one 
'Bleaſphemy far &@thies all ! By-th's Rule 
they are the ſame with Simon Magus, the 
Father of Heret&ks ; and with the Devil, 
the Father of Lies; for they both _" 
c 
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ed the Divinity of the Son; the one in mas \ 
king. himſelf a Saviour, the other ia 
rempting him z excepting this, that the 
D:vil afterwards confeſſed this Truth, 
which the So:inian ſtill denies. An hope- 
wa Brood indeed, that Ghvrics in ſuch Fa- 
thers, 

He proceeds, the Socinians were alſo 
called, Artemonites, Theod1tians. Symma- 
chians, Paulinifts, Samoſatenians, Photi- 
nians, and Monarchians. 

Anſ. Grant this, and-it muſt be grant- 
ed too, that as theſe Men were always 
condemned for Hereticks, fothe Socinians 
were always condemned in them, And 
ſtrange it is they ſhould always be in the 
right, and yet be always condemned for 
 # 

They were called 4rtemonites, Photini- 
ans, &c. to {ignific they were the Follow 
ers, not of Chriſt, bu of Artemon,” Pho- 
tinus, 8, And did the Socinians eti- 
ouſly refl: upon their Bl :ſphemres, and 
their pa/peble Corruptions both of the Let* 
ter and S'nſe of the Sacred Scriptures, as 
well as of all Antiquity; itnearly concerns 
th:m to conſider how far this is apolica- 
ble co themſelyes; that is, io plain Eng- 
K lth, 
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If,” whether the Name [Secinian} doth 
not beer (uic them chan that of (Chri- 
fitan.] 

«The Monarchians boaſted, that they 
held the World was governed by a Mo- 
narchy that is, by One God, in oppolitis 
on to the Orthodox, who (they ſay) in- 
troduced Three Gods, by the DeArine of 
a Triniey: Whence I grant, that theſe, 
and our Socinians are Men of tte ſame 
Pride and Falſhood. 

In anſwer to whom the Orthodox al- 
ways declared (as we do) that they held 
no other than a Monarchy, and that the 
Pofrine of a Trinity is no way contra« 
diftory to this. For when ſome in Ter- 
tullian adv. Prax. Cc, 3. cried, Monarchi- 
am tenemus ; We profeſs but One God : he 
proves that the Orthodox, or (if hewill) 
the Trinitarians, did hold hut One God 
too: for Proot of which he argues, c. 4. 
thar he deduces the Son from the Subtance 
of the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt from 
both ; which doth no way deſtroy, but 
Cas he there pleads) confirms a Monar- 
chy ; for being at Three but of One Sub- 
ftence, or Nature, they can be all Three 
but One God. 


Ueon 
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'Utpon the ſame borrom the moſl fireZ 
nuous afferrers«t a Trinity did ever main- 
tain this Dodrine. Athena}. To. 14 cont, 
Ari. Ora, 5. declares. that the' Govern 
menrof the World is Moyzoxtiz, by but 
One God. Greg, Nez. who ttiurbphed 
over Emnomind, Ord. 35; obſerves , 
that there * are Three Opinions 
abour God, @vagyia, Qofivaggia , 
and Megxiaz Anarchy, which (with 
Epicurus) denies the Divire Oovernment ; 
Polyarchy, which (with the reſt .of the 
Gentiles ) aſſerts its Govetnmett by tnany 
Gods z; and Monarehy, which is by but 
One God. The ro tirft (he faith) iri- 
froduce Confuſion, while the Kft atily 
cah- keep the World i Order. And 
Exſeb. de Ecclef, Theol. 1; 1. c. 11. ob- 
terves, that tho the Church teaches thar 
Forrn (meaning in the Nicene Creed) God 
of God, yet ſhe defigns hereby not T's 

Gods, but Two per ſons int the Godhead. 
Now had thefe $ocinians firſt deftroy- 
ed this Notion, by proving that a Trim: 
ty muſt imporr, not Three perſons in the 
Godhead, bur 7, hree Gods ; and then ya- 
lued themſelves upon theſe Names of 
Memarebiant, and Onitariars, they had 
K 2 ated 
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ated like Men - But their infiſting fp- 
on theſe eerms without diſproving our 
Dodrine , ſpeaks them as wretched as 
their Cauſe ; the one Batren, the other 
Blind, fince both are forced to call in 
exploded Cavils to fupport them. 
Hence he proceedsto Glory in ſome 
Men of Name among them, as Theo- 
dation and Symmathus, both of whom Tran- 
ſlated the Old Teſtament into Greek, and by 
Euſcbius are called Ebionites, or Naza- 
Tens. 

Anſ. Euſebius ſpeaks them Ehbionites, 
but not a word there of aNazeren;under 
which name he vainly ſtrives to ſweet» 
cn himſelf, and Party ; that th 
might ſeem to appear with ſome little 
face of. honeſt Chriſtianity, 

We acknowledg their Tranſlation 
of the Old Teftament, but being brand- 
ed for Ebionites, we muſt preſume they 
denied great part of the New : As for 
Symmathus, he is expreſly ſaid to re- 
zett the Goſpel of St. Matthew, T here- 
fore” ſince our Socinians fo paſſior ately 
delire to paſs for Ebionites, that I may 
gratify 'em what I can; I grant 'em 
there 15 one good reaſon why it ous 
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be ſo, and tliaris, as the Ebrowtes xc jet 
ſome parts of Scripture, and: corrupt. 
others; ſo do the _Sectmans too ; and. 
now at engl ﬀ at the Divine Au- 
thotity of the Whole, The mater 1s 
too plain to be denied ; ] have ſame- 
times heard it my ſclf, and know of 
perſons that comelain of ſome under 
their charge, that are debauched , in 
their Principles and Manners .-by ſuch 
DoQtrines. But whether theſe are the 
ſtri& ſort of Socinians, or Socinians at, 
large, viz. Atheiſts and Deiſts that now 
heard among them, I think they 
oughtto acquaint vs. , 
ut let old Theodotion, and Symmachus 

be what they will, what. is the Glory 
of having thele two on their fide 
when the whole Church was a ainſt 
them? It muſt be a miſerable Crap, 
where ſuch plcanings arc their Vintage. 
Bur they baveathird, it (cems, Pau- 
lus of Samaſatum , p. 27, « Man bath 
Learned and Eloguent, | 

* Anſ. He did indeed deny the Diyini- 
ty of che Son, which & the only thin 
Cit ſeems) that makes him great an 
good. For Euſebius H. 1.7. c. 27. and 
| K 3 the 
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the nodal Lever o..ſfa Ah. 
had bon Wealth nor Tan hs ing, 6 
made himſelf vaſtly rich by anidgnt 
prefſfron. His par yy unmeaſurable, 

by the Streets with Cuards — He oy 
Bſbed the Pfalys Sung in Honour of our 

and had others Sung in praiſe of 

binfel He incouraged, and prutefted the 
_ che, gang to bis ide the worſt of 


* Prater 'amo ng other: things) ſaith; 

He was proud and ſimple. He raught 
that Chriſt was more for the Jewi if 
thin the Chriſtian Religion ; whence he 
raught Circumcifion : Of a Beggar he 
became Rich by Sacriledg, ppreſe 
fion':nd Knavery. 

Theſe are the Charadters of an He: 
retic, which neither himſelf por 
Friends could ever Anfwer, and who, 
the vile{t objc&t would bluſh to OWN, 
nnlefs a Sccinian , who would fain A” 
dorn themſelves with this mans Glo-- 
ries; like the wild Savages, who dref., 
ſed up rhemſelyes "with. the gugs of 
Beaſts. 

His next man 1- Photinus of Sipmign,. 
mbo being depoſed by the Cauncil, bis Cit p 

Fo 
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nouldt not part from bim, tall the Eanperor 
ſent-an Army to Expel him. T Eris 


An. 1. Pralconas, Hev 1. 14. 25. ſaith, 
Phetinus held that Chriſt was a metre 
Man, Ez utroq; ſexu. natum , born of 
both Sexes ; but thisthe Socinians de £ 
for they hold be was Borh of the Haly 
Ghoſt, and of the Virgin ; therefore 
this ketter is falſe in reckning Photinus 
oneof them. | 

2, Bat however an Heretick he was, 
and therefore a Party with the Socini- 
ans; and (ir ſeems) ſodear to bis Gity, 
that the Emperor'was obiiged to Bx+ 

I hins by an Army. Suppelc. it ; yer 

whis man canfidered how: often 
Conſtantius impoled his Arian Creatures 
by Forte and ſomerimes Eſtabliſhed 
'<m $4 Blood ; he muſt have cxpeQted 
to loſe more chan he thought to have 
gained by this Plea. 1 + 

3. This isan- A from the Ga- 
vernment both” 'Civaly. and Ecclefialti- 
cal ro the Moby: at: Ateument thas-his 
Herelie 'had lefr: lim bur few, it any 
Friends of Senſe'aud: Judgment. : 1 
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- He procceds to Euſebius, H. 1: 9.c,2 8 
and Theodoret. Her. Fab, c. 2. tle Artem. 
And pretends, they ſay, that theſe Na- 
garens conſtantly affirmed, that they deriv- 
ed their Dofrine from the Apoſtles, — And 
that 'it was the genensl Dudtrine of the 
Church, till the Popes, ViQtor and Zephe- 
rine, ſet themſelves to root it up. 

Anſ. Neither of theſe in the places 
quored, mention a Nexren « Bur the 
Herelie of Arlemon, renewed by Paulus 
Samoſatenſis, who taught that Chriſt is 
no more than 'Man.'' 

-  Euſebius (aith' indeed, there- were 
ſome -who affirmed-thart all the Anti- 
ents, - and the Apoſtles themſelves , 
taughtthis Dotrine, and that-it ean- 
tinued till Yidtor and Zepberine, Bur 
he calls |hi- an impiouſe Lycy and pro- 
ceeds, ſerhap; this : maght ſeems (credible, 
did net the ſacred Scriptures, and the Writ- - 
ings of certain Brethren, more Anttent than 
Victor, contraditt them ; 1 mean Juſtin. 
Miltiades, Fatian, Clemens and many 
bers. in all whoſe Buuks the Dizintty of 
Rhriſt is taught. | For mbo knows not "the 
Writings of. Irenzus,Melito,Qc. in which 
Chriſt is ſet forth as both God and ar” 
*": Tl 1hg 
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The Pſalms and Canticles of the Brethren 
written &n 2x , from the beginning — 
aſcribe a Divinity to him. Seeing then this 
was ſo long ſince the Doftrine of the Church, 
bow can- it be, that all men to the time 
Vidtor could teach that Doftrine - whic! 
theſe men hold > —— . 

Theodoret, in the place cited, faith, 
that Artemon pretended the Apoltles 
caught that Chriſt was a mere Man, 
TOgreuatiycy TE Iuar yetoa! ThY diana 
ov, Perverting the ſenſe ofthe Sacred 
Scriptures. This exaQly agrees with 
that of Euſebius Therefore this Let- 
ter wiſely refers us to thoſe very places 
of Antiquity , which declare that 
Doftrine to be Herefie, and condemn 
the Maintainers of. it of Falſhood and 
Impudence, which yer it ſelf would 
ſupport. He told. us the Socimans arc 
Learned and Reaſonable Men, but I 
hope this is not one of his Proots of 
It. 

However, the Letter proceeds, Vitor 
(fay the $ xcinians) began to perſe cute the 
Apoftolic Drine of One God, or (which 
is the ſame) that God @ One in the Tear 
194 but with little ſucceſs, till that which 


Was 
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wes af erwards the Dottrine of the Arians, 

rew mtogen-ral credit , — for Juſtin 

facryr, Origen, and other principal Fa- 
thers, teaching ( « the Arians afterwards 
did) that the Father i before the Son, and 
the Hy Gho#t, in Time, Dignity, ant Pow- 
er ; yet thit the Word, or Son, 4s 
created ſometime before the World, —and 
that the Holy Ghoit was the Creature of the 


Anſ, The Letter tells us, Thit the Soc'- 

wians ſay thi ; and indeed ir may paſs 
for'a Socinian Stery ; tor it hach not one 
Ward of Truth tit. For, 
' '1,,' Fhe Doftrine of One God, or that 
God. One; that is, One perſon, as they 
explain it, never was the Apoſtolic Do- 
Qrine, as Euſ-bius, now quoted by him- 
fe!f, doth declare, both from the $crip- 
gares, and from the moſt ancient Fathers, 
as well as from the Hymns compoſed in 
honour of Chrift,froaxthe beginaiag of 
the Coſpel. : 

2. The D Arine of One God, 'or that 
God # One; that is, not One perfor exclu» 
five of other perſons, but One God ex- 
clufive of other Gods, was the Doftrire 
of the Apoſtles and Apoſtolic Men, .ap- 
| pears 
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pears fromthe lame placein Euſebian,apd 
rags, all che lame 9%. alrcady mep-. 
tioned. 


3. That Piftor did perſecure, and race 
our the Herefie he contends fer, doth not- 
appear from any Monymens of thele 
tires, NOT is in any reaſon tobe ſuppoled;; 
becauſe that Hereſe had not then obfaiar 
cd in that Church ; and what hc did was 
only (according to the common Rules, 
and Pradice of the Church) toquaſh this 
Herejein its brginning, 

4+ The Letter makes it, that that pre- 
tended Perſecuritjon did little f ul 
ic was aſliſted by the Doftrine of Juſtin 
Martyr, and Origen, which ſuppoſcs that: 
their Doftrive began under that Perſecu> 
tion, which is impoſhible 2: for this Perſc-' 
cution (the Letter ſaith)began 4,D. I 
but Ju#in {oflered about 3oycars before- 
that time; and Origen did not appear till. 
the middle of the Age after, And, 

5- Neither the(c. nor.avy other Fg- 
thers, from the Apoſtles, to Qrigen, did. 
ever teach. avy ſuch Dotrine, which, 
might be cafily proved by an induftion 
of Particulars, ſo far as theixg- Works are: 
come down to our hands, 


1 
Tuſtin 
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in Martyr ſaith indeed, Apo!. p. 60. 
that beſide the Father, we worldis the 
Son, w d\twrips x98, in the lecond place; 
and the H ly Ghoſt, & firy ra{a, 1n the 
third, Now here is a Priority of O:der 
or Place; butwhere is that of Time and 
Power ? Not in this Father, 1 am 'ure, 
but in the Socinian Comment only, We 
charge him with Falſhvod ; let him clcar 
himſclt by 4 particular Reference, 

\. What Jufin here ſaith, ever was, and 
ſtill isthe Doftrine of the Church. So 
Novet. deTrin, c.71. Pater qua pater —— 
the Father, as Patber,is before the Son,and 
yet he declares, that the Son u co-eterrial 
and co-eſential with the Father , which 
ſpeaks (as we (aid) a Prioricy of Order or 
Place, but notof Time, becauſe the Fa- 
ther and S111 are eo-erernal. 

This muſt neceſſarily be the Senſe of 
our J»#ti; for in the ſame Apology, p- 
64. he ſaith, © udvey ogoonerBucy We 
worſhip God only. Wence any Man in 
bis Wits mult conclude, that they held, 
that Father; 'Son and Hvly Ghoſt are God; 
Elſe how could they worſhip all Three, 
Snd yet worſhip none but God? And if 
they are Ged, they cannot be after the 4 a- 

ther, 
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ther, in Time, or Power, bit muſt be c02 
eternal, and co- equal with him, 

Had 7-»ſtiz taught, that the Sa”, and 
Hily Ghoft are after the Father in time 
and yet had worlthipp'd them, he woul 
hereby have totally ruin'd the very Rea- 
ſo1, and Deſign of this, as well as of 0 
ther Apologies z which were purpoſcly 
written to jultific che Chriſtians, who 
ſuffered any thing rather than worſhip 
the Gentile Gods, for this very Reaſon, 
that they were not from Eretyity, and 
conſ quently were not Cods. but Crea- 
tures» Our Socinian (i keemsthinks it 
enough to Name an Author , *tho he 
can find nothing ia him to his purpoſe ; 
havingrneither Authority,nor Argument 
for what he ſaith, 

ten. l. 3.c. 26, Indeavours to prove 
that the Son is God by Nature, and 
after ſome time ſpent on this Argu- 
ment, thus diligenter, igitur ſignifirauit 
Spiritus Sanftus, jer ea que didta ſunt, 
generationen ejus que ex Virgine, & ſub- 
ftatiam quoniam deus. The bleſſed Spi- 
ric diligently ſignifies by. what things 
are ſpoken, his Generation, which is 
of the Virgin, and his ſubſtance as he 
is 
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is God. By his Generation he intends 
his humane Nature, and by his Sub- 
ſtance as God the Divine, This (he 
faith) is exprefſed, fa. 7. 14. by that 
word [ Iamanuel } God with us, or 
God in our Narure. He proceeds; his 
humanity appea:s from his cating Bur- 
cer, and Hony, and his Divinity from 
his chooſing the good, and refuſin 
che Evil, v.15. This laſt (he faich) 
is added, leaſt by his cating Butter, and 
Hony, mude ſolummodo eum hominem in- 
telligeremus , we ſhould think he is 
merely Man: And again the Word 
F Immanuel} intimates that we cannot 
ke God in hisown Nature, but as he 
is manifeſted in our's. Ir is therefore 
impoſſible that Ireneus ſhou'd hold that 
the Son is God as to Title, or Office 
only, asthe Arians afterwards did ; 
when he ſo plainly teaches that he un- 
dertiood him rio be God in the Trini- 
tarian {enſc, and that is in Subſtance, 
ot Nature. 

This ſhows what ſenſe we are torake 
him in, L 1.c. 2. where he lays down 
this as one Article in the Chriſtian 
Faith, that Chriit is Lord, and _ , 
whic 
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which Faith (he faith) the Church 
throughout the World received, wage 
T&v ax%&0\w, Ka Tav Wai lay uoaroar 
From the Apoſiles, and Apoſtolic Men: 
And c. 3. this Faith the Church keeps 
as if ſhe had but one Soul, and bur 
one Heart , where obſer ve 

I. That [God] muſt hete ſignifte 
God by Nature, or Subſtance, becauſe 
he ſo explained himlelf in the place 
before quoted. 

2. Ic is impoſſible that the Dotrine 
againſt the Divinity of the Son couid 
be the Doftrine of the Church from 
the Apoſtles to Yitfor ; when the Deiry 
of the Son was the Doftrine of the 
whole Church from the Apoltles wo 
Trenzus; who was cotemporary with 
Viftor, as appears from the Fragments 
of his Epiſtle to this Yiffor himſelf ia 
Euſeb. H. |. 5. c. 24- 

Clemens of Alexandria, who flouriſh- 
ed under Yiffor, and Zephberine bothy 
is as clear in this matter, jas Pen can 
write , for he not only ſaith adm. ad 
Gent. that Chriſt is ©t% 1: 4» alF own 
both God and Man ; and Pd. L 2: he is 
Hep w avJoars xusrir Which I can 
render 
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render no better than in the Words bf 
the Apoſtle, 1 Tim. }. 16. God manifeſt 
in the Fleſh, but he alfo aſcribes thoſe 
things to the Son, which all Men muſt 
grant us, can be tru: of none, but God : 
For Strom, l. 7, the Son is 8 wig? uivG- 
indivijible, removes net from place to places, 
but ts in all places, but zs contained in none« 
Again he is 3A@- 1&5 all Mind, all Eye, 
beholding all things. T his tufficient] 
proves Clemens no Arian, fince he fo 
manifeſtly declares the Divine nature 
of the Son, 

Strom. l. 5. he Co'leQs certain Noti- 
ons out of Plato, which Che faith) can 
lignify nothing elſe, but Tv &yiav Tea 
d\x, the Holy Trinity. For he puts 
the Father as the cauſe of all things; 
then deſcendsto dturigoy rizei m& Aturieas 
and to Teiroy mepi 7& geira' a ſecond, 
who is converſant about ſecond things, 
and to a third, who is imployed abour 
third things ; he ſeems to underſtand 
by the former the Son. who continues ; 
and by the latter the Holy Gho, who 
faniſhes things, This (he ſaith) Plato 
had from the Hebrews ; which Argu- 


ment he abounds in, pleading _ the 
eu- 
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Gentiles had her choc Noti apt 
the Jews mediacely, ot im 

Jt wherhetchis wa' che ſenſe of 
th or not ; is totally feraign ftoth kit 
Argutnenc. Ir is enough to the that 
rhis Father is ſo fat' from beitrg eirhet 
Arian 'or Socinian, that he looked up- 
pa the Dottrine, of a Trcihiry as fo 
path 4 Tturfy,, thar he chought an 

partie could ſpell it out of the Olc- 
Teftamenc 

TetthIfian wrote undet Zepherine, if 
not under Vif'r too ; and yet adv. Prax, 
& 2. fatth , the Divintry of the Son was 
ra br from the beginning © and what he 

tidet{tands by his wag himſelf 
explains c. }.. where” he deeſares. chat 
ti $95 ty 4 ts 0 the fant Subſtauce with the 
ear 

Theſe are moſt utidtnyable Proofs 
of the ſhamelefs _ ence of this 
Letter, which will have all the pric- 
* cipte Parhets of choſe tires ro be”: 
trons of the Arian Herefy. 

As far Origen, he noe only lived i in 
the Age. afcer Vifor, bur 4lfo mu | 
R evel. rt. $- Iam Alpha, » nd Oe BY 
firſt,” dnd thi 1aft, +: Al 26y 
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doth declare that in. theſe words St. 
Joba alerts the Divinity of the Son... 
.. . Theſe things fo totally ruine this 
part of the Letter, which would haye 
Arianiſm the ſwaying Religion of thoſe 
times, . that 1 ſhould perſwade my ſelf 
they ;would never more ofter theſe fal- 
ſhoods to the World; did I not find: 
they have the Confidence to revive old 
rotten Hereſies ; and both to adorn; 
and ſupport their own by them, who 
were the worſt of Men, as well as the 
moſt erroneous of Chriſtians. 
However the Letter proceeds p. 28, 
29 this Dorine being advanced by , ſhin, 
Origen, and athers, became the more cur- 
rant Doftrine of the Church, till in the 
Council of Nice it was Condemned, and a- 
nother more popular (ant ſo more taking) 
than that (as attributing to tbe Son Eter- 
nity , and Equality with the Father) did 


% . 


generally obtain. 


_ Anf.. As. Juſfin, Ori en, and others * 
of Note in the Church (as the Letter * 


ſpeaks) - never taught any ſuch Do- 
atine. b the Council of Nice did E- 
ſtabliſh no other, but what had always 


cor- 


been the Dodtrine of the Chuirchy ac-.. 


— _ 
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cording-to that of Athanaſtus de Synod; 
Nicen. decret. iv x odvodics tyyedge $ 
Cu hoyuot m.511, xuTH The naJoAinns Wnt 
the Faith Eſtabliſhed at Nic-, is the 
Faith of the Catholick Church. What 
this Father ſaith, we may cally prave 
both as to the Doftrine ir ſelt , and 
alſo as to the terms, that expreſs it. 

1. The Doftrine Eſtabliſhed at 
Nice is this, that the Son is of 'the 
ſame Subſtance , Efſence, or narure 
with. the Father; an4 therefore is 
properly God a+ the Father is ; but 
that this was always the Deftrine of 
the- Church , is ſufficiently evident 
from what we have already cited 
from -Juflin Martvr, Irenews, Clemens 
of Alexandria , and Tettullian.- To 
whom I ſhall add Fnatius, who wag 
cotemporary with the Apoſtles. 

That bis Epiit'esv are Geouine, 1s ac- 
knowledged by their beloved Sandiws 1 
and is Proved by DoEtor Peirſon againſt 
Das/'y, revert tothe ſhame of a!] turpte 
doubts, and -oppolition,/ Theſe qfien 
ſtile.the Son God , Fpitt. #d 8'7yr.* be& 
pins thus, Nof/Zo *tro $v goig'y ro Bp 
Ig/otifie Jeſm Chr:(t,- who is God, -Atid® 

7 L 2 [+3 
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fr. Fof. Edit. he aflens the Divinity a- 
gain. But | refer the Reader ro one 
Piace, which can never be evaded by 2+ 
ny #riaz, or Secinian Artifice ; apd that 
in his Ep:£ at Epheſ. there js s lac, 
(puns Te ua orivpecrluds, Yeubs ray 
xyWeT;” fv (Groni erent Ordg bv afler 
vaTo (cf «hybwf nat i Maghas, Kou i 
9:8, wee 6: mebyrcs, av Tv amabiig, In 
which. words the Author doth diftinguih 
berween the Humane and Divine Na 
rate, of Chriſt ; for' he is Catnal and 
Spiritual ; of Mury and of God z be 8 
begatten arid wunbegotten z i, &, brgethen 6 
May, and uibegotten 44 God * For his E- 
ternal G1. ration relpes not his Natures 
by which he is GoJ, bur his Perſer, by 
which he is the Son of God. Again, 
he is paſſible, and impaſſible ; that isy pa 
fible, as Man; ſonot ofly his Body was 
ocirced. and crucified z bur Mer. 26, 38. 
his Soul was wwoAuz@., exceeding ſors 
rawful; Or encompaſſed round with, Sor- 
74854. Whence proceeded his Agoniey 
and: Bloody Swear : therefore he is Irv 
Paſſizte.. only as God. This (I think) 
coalgdcred together with the whole Qua- 
cation, 


5 _- "— 
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mags 'Ceraonſtraces, that it is the De&- 
& his Aurhor 20-aflert the Divine 
xute-of Chrilt,/ becauſe ncthing biic 
that can br Unbegotten , and Inpaſſibhh, 
2. . The -Termy ir; whith-this Cougal 
doth aflert the..Divine Narure of the 
Fon, are, that the: Son i55pgScW47e Wa 
Jr, :conww>ftantial, or of the lame Sub- 
ftaace. with rhe Farber, but this was fb 
inventionof that Council, For tren; 1.4, 
c.26, but now quoted, ' fait. rhar this 
generation of cheV irgio ſpeaks him ants, 
but bis ſubſtance ſpraks him Gus : And 
it vo, he raft be God im{abſtance ; ant 
if.God in lubſtanceC Ae muſt be as the 
ſatwe fabſtance with the Farber; becanſe 
there catwbebutone Divine Sabſtance, 
Efſente; or Name;! as there is bur 
One God. 


Termllidn is riore dowel in.this Poirit; 
fr adv. Prax. < 1.'a0d/ 4. he cx 
Goh cha the Fathers Son and Holy 

}, are Three, non ſu' ſt itt, 

in Subſtance ; that-1 5, .thry «re nat 

par wh diftinQy bur-they ate Uni 
us ſubitantia, of one, and therefore” of 
the fait. Subſtance. Now , I pray, 
what is:thediffexcnce berwoen the Fa þ r 
TD fn ects > 
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Onr: Subſtarce; ard berween the Son's 
2 deivg (in the: Phaſe of Nice) Tuzors 
:F& na.v coniubltantial with the Father 2 
Even none. For be-thar is conlubſtan- 
[tial with avother, muft bc. ot the .ame 
- ſubſtance with that other. ® ; 

Io the ſame place the ſame Father va- 
ries the Phraſe, but keeps ro the marter ; 
ſaying, that he deduces the Sow de: Sub- 

fantia Patris, from the Subltance:of the 

Fathcr ; which implies what is-imported 

| by the two ather Paraſes And this (he 
ſanh) was taught ab intio Evange/iifrom 
the beginning of the Golpel,:  T here 
{cre the Niceve Council did determine 
no -more in this partscular, than what 
was: taught by. the Church, even -from 
the beginningof the Church it (elf; 

So plain is it, that the Nicene Fathers 
did ne:thec invent any. New Terms, nor 
ifmpole any New Dodrine y bas did on- 
ly declare aud conf m that which was 
the Dofrine of che « hurch from. the A- 
poltizs r1cmſclyes;; : This: gives Eredi 
to: not only what we have quoted. from 
Athanafing already. but alla rouharPal- 
ſage in his Epiſtle 44 -#pi/e. .in Afﬀrics that 
the Biſhop of -Romt evd Alexandria j:: did 
from an bundred ang thirty year? rg ro 

} . ern 
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> LOL ES 
denm theſe wbd denied that the San is of the 
ſante Subtance with the Father- 

* But the Aria: D. cine, which teach- 
es, that the Son. was indeed before the 
World, tut not from Eternity; and chat 
there 'wa a Time in which the Son was not, 
is 80 where found in the Firſt Ages of the 
Church ; bur was condemned as'a New 
Monſter in Religion in the Founh,' 'So 
Athanaf. cont, Ari.Ora. 2. Ti Wa t——— 
who hath heard (uch things as cheſe'? 
And > ui ix Tlofffgiy, kANG. 10v Lawet- 
vw, This is not from the Farheis, buc 
1s of Yeſterday, And Hilar. Pitt, E- 
Piſc. ad Conflant, ot L. it is novellaluts, 
a New Pf ; a Peſt that hath ho more 
of Ant'quity, than of Trath to {weeteh it. 
Ard indeed it was not any of; the-an- 
cient. Fathers' (as this Letrer fally. pre- 
tends), but Aru, a Prebyrer of  A/cx- 
«ndria, in the 4tþ Age of the Church, 
that invented that Herefie, from wt om 
it took the Name of Arianisſm. As he 
was she fuſt, who in this way ſonght to 
ttdermine, and ſubvert the Diyjnity ct 
the Son, ſo he bad ſomewhat a like Ex:t 
with 7#d«, who betrayed him . For 2s 
this Traytor burſt aſuader,and his Boy - 
cls guſhed out ; fo "2 Heretic, preſcnt- 


+ ly 
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bis Pcrjury whereby ne would 
Aa pop nh but Kitt c in the Pay 

of his Herefie, voided ; wels in 7 £6m> 


1 mg Fei was thought a Warning- Piece a9 

Ariang Ther z and gught.to bc con 
deced. by ghe Sveinians now z (ine, they 
have i to a te FR rakings Phar 
rifees roiclyTtes by maKin 
xs ld 61 Hell chan ik it 
wank 


ng info TT more os, 

0 29ti-( and red 

CFalſh T teachery, 

End > than the 'drhec ; ; png 
ality. of Je Oath , an 

999, 910 Tortures, "Which c wat 

bv "pgt.th Epoweror. 


Poltine that the Stn &: 
Fr ko |, ore the it God with the 'Fa- 
ther, not og (as t Np Fathers &x- 
plained the Mater) f Wills, and 
Dies. , Ars of” Fu 96h 
q Of o ke ys { ſame: 
weſs of Subfftante end Nature: * 


$4f; 
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 Anſ.. 1,, This Council, did intend 4 
numerical Unity, or fatneneſs of Sub- 
ftan.e. that there might” be no raom 
lei for any Cayjls aboneehree Gods,.' 
2. The Church' was fo* far from 
wy new Pocarine, oO 9 28 
well as rhe next djd” ayevrate t 
Crerd as the” andirg: Rule" of Me 
w all the Churches, Epiphan. adv. 
Her. | 2,to c. Her. 72. calls it wwuy- 
C465 p44, 1071S the Ecclefuica! Rule of 
Pa Gree, Nyf. tO. 2. ;Cart. 'Eunon, 
1, in! our Creed there is #'1# dow7 ja 
As the word' tonſubſtantial , which 
rauſt be re Creed of, Nice, and yet this 
is Ours.” Ba il t0 Epil [x recites 
this, and calls it the Creed Tap Vas 
ia uſe with you. mbref, de fid. Lv, 
e. 8, 9. quotes part of this Creed abour 
the Conf ſtapriality,. and-cherrfainb, 
rhis is the Dydrine of th; Church which 
anathematizes them. char reach ather- 
wiſe., -And; Evag. H. I 3. 17, this 
was uſcd 1n_ Baptiſm then, as 
Creed called the Apoſtles is naw with 
us; and was confirmed by: the nexe 
General Council ar Conflanutaple, | 


D667! They 
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They all kept up to this Rule, and 
intended the fame thing, though they 
did not all agree in the manner of _ 
plaiging. , proving it. at 
room then could be left for 
any new Doftrine ſoon after this 


Council at Nice, I am yer to learn. 
* $&. 7, 


© Hence he proceds to ſome Eminent 
Authors, who (the Letter ſaith) are 
either Arian or Socinian. 


"7, Eraſmus is thought an. Arian, p. 
31, to coolour which pretence, he 
UOAteS M "upon Philip. 2, 6, and 
Epbe S3S5 | 


« Anſ. The former Text,he rhinks;doth 
teſpeRt not his Nature, but the man- 
ner of his appearance aud behaviour: 
Bur yer he grants us that Chriſt is God, 
though he thinks this Text. doth noc 
proy- it. And on Epbeſ 5.5. 1be King- 
dom of God, - and of Chrift : he. deglares 
that theſe words do not deny the Divi. 

| 


(295') 
ib wa of Lencr pug Troth, 
mort rhe of an 64% ft 
would” lkenriie have adld che Reader, 
that upon Job + 145+ 1 'The Ware. was 
Afton eg wr therc- is Divitam 
us ons Communem- {a 

Divine Efſence ral rochre&Per- 
ſons # Which -4s-all we contend" for 
and.-which. alone ſpeaks Eraſmus ham 
ſelf as true a Trinitarian, as ” Hae 


xhpEof the Athanaſuan Creed. 


-Hli: Paraphraſe ppen this A 
the. beginning was the WordJ fa 
the Eternal Wordwas with the 
FacherJ ye by __ he underſtands 
nx theCommand; Pow < or fol 
of God, bur a Perſon; -as 
We gre he i 
c here afferts l 
fonaknj, ' and. Eternity of the . Word, 
whicth.is the very Doftrine we teach. 
7” Joint 8.'5, eng s Arvtrag + a, 


Fl inc, 


es.thus, was wade, 
thar-denorcs. a Creature, this/a be- 
ing Ecrrnally cxiſtiog, 

it is pra then »s Eraſorus taught 
a Trinity. And certainly he would 
opener gry nn 

aeſtion (as t rex 

am be teaches for Ocrhodox Divi- 
-Adl the difference between hun 
omrſelves i is thisxichat w2 agree mn 
abc ſame Dofrine, bur. differ only im 
famec.of thoſe Medinms that  ſhowld 
Me eeed wabeanrieh end joins 
$6-5c rcad 'witiveaurion JUUSMmenc. 

.'Fhe Lercer faich | rhar this: Anthor 
in bis Schulz on the third tome of St. 
Zerom's Epilticy, —_ ws da—es 
Hobs $ 

 .Anſ.; Had he wid 05 whe 

-thelc Schola are , wo rhight 

ha the rphce' | withowr 


much 
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much lofs + Ales | Bur 1 preſiree 
ke thinks himfelf*Afe under ſo hoſe 
a Reference, hop pony, will turn 
overa Volume to di 
"tn. his Epiltke tg* Fs this; 7 
(59% Fra 5 «od gr nl 
the Chyrch' | 
FP: C3 The Aut ey om Fs 
elagiants ſentrre x _ eh, 6C- 
cefia-quod ill 2 done = Nb mihi'non faf- 
Loder nf be a Chriſti, * ſed PS 
e quer etem Eccleffam,; cu- 
jus Ak the credo Script 7 
Canmmitis hea P + be -of the fame his 
prith_ the” Arians, and Pelagians, LE _ 
Charth Bad approved what they t 
Not that the "words Ps trans dv not 
me, but it ought not 6" ſeom 
ſotos the Judgments. of the C g4es 
whoſe : Authority "1 believe the hat F 
Scraptare, which place is certainly a» 
gainſt him : For 
1,: He faith rhe words of Chriſt do 
ſatisfe him, 7 e. as to _frianifſm, and 
Prlagianiſm,, " before menrianed. 
2, He puts Ariazifſm, and Pelagraniſm. 
rogerher. , jraphring_ tha he. had. n®: 


more fayour for that, in for this ; 
which 


(158) - 
which 1 do not; remember he was ever 
charged with. Thereforc 

3. His deſign is not to favour this, 
or rother Hereſy, but. only ro ſhew 
how far he could give up his Faith, to 
the Judgment of: the Church : And 
conſequently his. own. ſenſe muſt be 
much diſtant from both theſe Perſwa- 
fions, clfe this could be no Argument 
of his wonderful: ſubmiſhon to the 
Churches Authority, 

A Romeniſt may take good advan- 
rave of this, and, therefore the Paris 
DoQtors never put it among their Cen- 
ſures 3 Burt ir no more helps the Socini- 
an, than the things he calls his Ar- 
guments, and Demonſtrations. 

He procceds p:.31. .Grottus is Socinian 
all over, and p.:32. there is nothing . in 
all bis Annotations which they, viz. the 


Socnians, do not approve, and applaud, ”.. - 
Anj. Upon Job. 1. 1. theſe, words. 


[in. the. beginning] Grotius will: bave 


to. be taken from Gen, 4..1. and vndex- - 
ſtands them of the Creation properly, 


or-of the begioying of. the. Create : 


As he doth alſo +. 2. [by him were all 
. . c quotes! 


things made.] Fot whi 


NJ 


S'the. 
:-- Epittle 


. 
. 


(159 ) 
| Epiſtle of Barnabas, Juſtin, Athenagoras, 
atian, Tertullian, Ei 

This word [was] he tenders j 
tum erat, theri was, or did exiſt, whet 
all Creatores began : By which Ext- 
ſtence before rime he underſtands an 
Erernal Exiſtence : And yet he holds 
the [Word] or Son not for the Com- 
mand or fimple Power of God , but 
for a Perſon. Where obſerve thar 
Grotius teaches that the Son is a 
Perſon eternally exiſting, who (in a 
[ropes ſenſe) made, oc creared the 

orld, and if cither Arian or Socint- 
an approve, or applaud this they muſt 
each depart from- his own Herely. 

Therefore when upon thoſe words, 
Coleſ. 1, 16. by him'; . viz, the Son; as 
Grotius himſelf rakes ir, were all chings, 
lo [created]; he faith, this word 
is ſometimes applicd cothe New Crea- 
ture ; Wwe . muſt underſtand him, as 
ſhewing the Various : Acceprarions. of 
the word, not as deſigning hereby to 
deny the Son to be Creator, becauſe he 
ſo exprelly aſcribes Creation to him 
upon that I ext of St. Zobn, | 


3. In 


_-\ QYQie) | | 

© 3. Inp. 33. he pretends, that Prteri- 
us Lo that the Fathers efor e the Ni- 
Fence Council, did. apree in ther Dodrine 
roncerping God with the Sociniany and 
concerning the Pn, Ly x Hoy Spirit with 
tho Arians: 


A T, Peienius Git na ſuch wy 
Ter 5, pin Lindicnns hinaelf, by 
parks g/us iq the places, 
2 Had h he ſaid ſo, the * Quotations 
w. hom iven the Reader out of Tgng- 
ae, Juſlinz Irenteus, Clemens, Tertalli- 
es, and achers, would abundantly coo- 
furc him. 
3. Patezivs himſelf was a Trivitari- 
F WT apycant wa what hg ih 
wrote upan t rgumen;. - 
4. He did not. accuſe hete Farher 
of Arianifus, or o hee m X he 
cenſured [ſome oft = 
Eicet Hey would cl Fa the Do. 
ine of a _T rioity 
The Letrer reports Epiſeapias (ul fuc 
vefted of Arigniſm. p 24, 35. he faith 
the Father is h feſt, as. to be firſt {n'0 5 


der (i. c. in1me.) 


Ai 
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'Anf. 1. Epiſcopius ſaith, the Father 1s 
firſt in Order , which we all grant : 
Bur it is the Socinian Comment, that 
makes the firſt in Order to be the 
firſt in time , which we deny, Be- 
cauſe though the Father is frſt in 
Order, yet the Son is Co-crernal 
with the Father, as befote. 


2. This Author denies a Co-ordi- 
nation , and aſſerts a Subordination 
of Perſons in the Trinity : But this 
Subordination doth not deſtroy, but 
only Explains the Dodrine of a 
Trinity, as is noted already. And, 


3. In his Inſtitut. Theol. 1. 4. c. 32: 
He alſctibes a Divine Nature to 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt , and 
teaches that they are all properly 
Perſons: And if this be Arianiſm , 
or Socmanmſm, we are all ſuch. : 


5. He Complements his dear 
Friend Sandius for a Gentlethan of Pro» 
digtous Induſtry, and Reading : and no lefs 
mngemous than L earned. 

M Anſ. 
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Anſ, Whatever his Tnduftey, and 
| carning was,, I mit: deny both his 
Judgmicnt and Honeſty. 


1. His Judgment. . For he knows 
not. how | to diſtinguiſh between the 
genuine, doubtful, and ſpurious 
Writings of the Antients ; but thinks 
Clemens Ihe Father of rhe Conſtitu- 
tions under his Name - Which is 
utterly impoſſible, becauſe {.7, c. 48. 
the Author mentions. three Bithops 
of J-ruſalem made by the Apoſtles , 
James, Simeon, and Judas : Bur St; 
John , the laſt of the twelve Died, 
and this' Clemens . himfelf fuffercd 
Martyrdom in the year 160. while 
Simeon lived abour ſeven years after : 
How then the Apoſtles -could ap- 
point Judas his Succeflor, or Clemens, 
their Scribe 'Record it, neither their 
Learned Sandins, nor our Socintanss 
thoſe Men of Wir, and +Reaſon, can 
reivive me. They, as well as the 
Apoſtolic Canons , were probably 
v-ritten about the end of the Second 
Ceyurury, and ſeem to owe themſelves 
( £x- 
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C excepting their Corruptions) - to 
Clemens of Alexandria. 


He receives likewiſe the Epiſtles 
aſcribed to Ignatius ; and de © Vet, 
Script, Ecclef. = would prove the 
Legitimacy of that ad Phikp, by .this 
Argument, viz. Origen, who flouriſh- 
ed about the -niddle of the Third 
Age, hath ſomerhing upan St. Luke, 
like . ſomething in that Epilt: ; 


where obſerve. 


I. Origen doth not mention cither 
Zznatius, or this Epiſtle. 


2. Tenatius, and Origen might hit 
upon ſomewhat like Notions with- 
out Gommunication. And, 


3- Theſe aſcribed Epiſtles are not 
mentioned by Euſebizs, Jerom, or 
any other hefore them ; whence we 
ought in all reaſon to rejet them. 
Dr, Peirſon, late Biſhop of Cheſter ob- 
ſerves, they appeared not till 400 
years after Jenatius , whence he de- 
clares them ſpurious Vind. Epiſt, 8. 


Tznat. Cc. 19. 
M 2 2, By 
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2, By ſuch intolerable Errors he 
creates difficulties ro himſelf, For 
the deſign of his Hiſtory is to prove 
that all Antiquity is Arian : Bur the 
Epiſ. ad Heron. which is one of the 
alcribed, faith , that if. any afſerts 
that Chriſt is av9gamo Jikiv, a 
mere Man (which phraſe was always 
uſed in oppoſition ro his Divinity, 
tren. I, 3. c. 26. and Euſebius in the 
cale of Ebion) the 'ſame is a Jew 
and a Murtherer of Chriſt. Now had 
he like a Man of Art, and Judg- 
ment, reje&ed theſe Epiſtles, he had 
removed this Block, at which he 
muſt now ſtumble and fall. 


2. I deny his Honeſty. For Hiſt. 
I x. Secul. 1. he will have the Creed 
called the Apoſtles, ro be compoſed 
by them, to be the only Creed 
uſed in the Church; and that very 
Creed to?,' which was cſtabliſhed ar 
Nice: And that Evag. H.L}. c. 17. 
ſaying, we arc Baptized into a Creed 
compoſed by 318 Biſhops, intended 
no other but this: When this was 
never mentioned in that _ 
an 


( 165 ) 
and the Concert is totally Ruined 
by the Teſtimonics we have alrea- 
dy produced upon this Argument, 


Self. 4 


Should I draw out all the inſtances 
of weakneſs and knavery, Iſhould leave 
bur lirtle of that beok behind me. A fir 
man for an Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorian, 
whoſe wantof Judgment, and Honetty 
makes his writings like a ſword in ſeme 
mens hands, dangerous to them, that 
come in the reach of it. Sure I am, 
no Student ought to read im till he 
is well acquainted with the true ſtate, 
and doftrine of antiquity. His accounts 
of antiquity, and the brief hiſtory of 
the Socinians, may go together ; and 
if cach will be pretenders to wit, and 
reaſon, I matter not, ſo long as. we 
have on our fide better pretenſions to 
truth, and Honeſty. 


Dr. Walls in one of his letters gives 
an account of this Sandius's converiion, 
"and his dying in the T rinitarian Faith. 
] earneſtly pray that the ſame Mercy, 

M 3 and 
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and Goodneſs, would. open the eyes of 
all Arians and Socinians, that chey may 
no longer lye under ſtrong deluſions, 
and the belicf of a Lye but may come 
» - 4 knowledg of the truth, and be 
yed. 
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Boeks Printed for John Everingham 
at the Star in Ludgate-Strect. | 


A NEnguiry into Several Remar- 
kable rexts of the old and new Te- 
ſtament, which contain fome difficulty 
in them: with a probable Refolution of 
them, In two parts. By 7obn Edwards, 
B. D. ſomerime Fellow of St. Jobs's 
Colledge in Cambridge. » þ 61 


A new Diſcourſe of Trade, where- 
in is Recommended ſeveral weighty 
Points relating to Companies of Mer- 
chants, The AQ of Navigation, Na- 
turalization of Strangers ; and our 
Woollen Manufattures, the Ballance 
of Trade, and the nature of Planta- 
tions, and their Conſequences in _Re- 
Jation to the Kingdom, are ſeriouſly 
Diſcufled. And ſome Propoſals for 
crefting a Court of Merchants for de- 
termining Controyerlies, relating to 


Ma- 


Maritime Afﬀaits, and for a Law for 
Transferrance of Bills of Debts, arc 


humbly Offered. By Sir Joſtab Child, 


Miſcellaneous Efſays : By Monſieur 
St. Euremont, T ranſlated our of French, 
with a Charater, by a Perſon of Ho- 
nour here in England, continued by 
Mr . Dryden, 

Monarchia Microcoſmi : The Origin, 
Viciffitudes, and Period of Viral Go- 
verament in Man. For a farther Diſ- 
covery of 'Diſcaſes, incident to Hu- 
man Nature. By Everard Maynwaringe, 


+. 


